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PROCEEDI NGS

1
2
3 CHAIRVAN LOHSE: |'d like to call this
4 spring neeting of the Southcentral Subsistence Regi onal
5 Advisory Council to order. At this point intine we'l|
6 have the roll call and establishment of the quorum

7

8

9

WLKINSON: Gl bert Denenti.

&

10 MR DEMENTI: Here.

11

12 M5. WLKINSON: Ken Ml asoff. Fred El vsaas.
13

14 MR ELVSAAS. Here.

15

16 M5. WLKINSON: Roy Ewan. Care Swan.

17 Fred John.

18

19 MR JOHN: Here.

20

21 M5. WLKINSON: Ral ph Lohse.

22

23 CHAl RVAN LOHSE: Here.

24

25 M5. WLKINSON: M. Chairnman, you do have a
26 quorum this meeting.

27

28 CHAI RVAN LOHSE: (Ckay, with a quorum 1I|'d

29 like to take this opportunity to wel cone everybody.

30 Everybody that's going to be giving public testinony |I've
31 been requested to ask to make and rem nd you to speak into
32 the m kes because we need to have it on record and the

33 other thing is he said the mke's are sensitive but they're
34 not so sensitive that you can ignore them At this point
35 intine I'd like to introduce nyself, |I'm Ral ph Lohse, |'m
36 the Chair of the Southcentral Regional Advisory Council. |
37 live at 44.5 McCarthy Road out in the Chitina River Valley
38 and 1'd like the rest of the Council to introduce

39 thenselves and then we will just start at the back and

40 we' Il work our way and everybody can introduce thensel ves.
41 And this is Ann, she's our coordinator, the one that keeps
42 us running and keeps everything in order so I'll let her
43 introduce herself when the tine conmes, too.

44

45 MB. W LKINSON: Ckay.

46

47 CHAI RVAN LOHSE:  Fred.

48

49 MR JOHN:  Fred, John, Jr., Mentasta.
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MR ELVSAAS: |'m Fred El vsaas from
Sel dovi a.

MR DEMENTI: Gl bert Denenti, Cantwell.
M5. WLKINSON: Ann WI ki nson.

CHAl RVAN LOHSE: Ckay, well, we'll start
with those guys that are trying to stay out of the
l'imelight over there.

MR SHERROD: George Sherrod, Fish and
Wldlife Service. |1'mthe anthropologist for the two
Interior regions.

MR DeMATTEQO Pete DeMatteo, |'mthe
wildlife biologist for the Interior regions, Ofice of
Subsi st ence Managenent .

MR LaPLANT: Dan LaPlant, I'mthe wildlife
bi ol ogi st for Ofice of Subsistence Managenent for the
Sout hcentral region.

CHAI RVAN LOHSE: Start in the back and work
your away around.

M5. FRIEND: Connie Friend. Tetlin
Wl dlife Refuge.

MR SIMEONE: Bill Sineone, Al aska
Department of Fish and Gane, Division of Subsistence.

MR BUKLIS: Larry Buklis. 1'ma fishery
bi ol ogist with the Ofice of Subsistence Managenent and
"Il be the fishery biologist assigned for the Staff that
supports your region. | just started four or five or six
nont hs ago but | have had a career with Fish and Ganme for
over 20 years.

MR SONNEVIL: |I'mGary Sonnevil. 1'mthe
proj ect |eader of the Kenai Fishery Resource for Fish and
Wldlife Service and | guess, recently nanmed your Cook
Inl et in-season nmanager.

MS. H LDEBRAND: |da H | debrand, BIA Staff
Comm tt ee nenber.

M5. LOHSE: Lnita Lohse. I'mwth the
Chitina Native Corporation.
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MR HOLBROOK: Ken Hol brook, Chugach
Nat i onal Forest.

MR. SPANGLER. Rob Spangler. [I'mthe
fisheries subsistence biologist out of G rdwood.

MR. McBRIDE: Doug McBride. |'mthe
fishery biologist for the FIS shop, Ofice of Subsistence
Managenent .

MR SHOMLTER: Janes Showal ter, Kenaitze
Tri be.

M5. ELVSAAS: Ruth Elvsaas, |'mFred' s
w fe.

MR JENNINGS: Cood norning. M nane is
TimJennings. |I'mthe Division Chief in the Ofice of
Subsi st ence Managenent .

MR MKE Donald Mke. Eastern Interior
Counci|l Coordinator for the Ofice of Subsistence
Managenent .

M5. SMOGGE: Rita Snbgge, Kenaitze Indian
Tri be.

MR BALDWN:. Allan Bal dw n, Kenaitze
Indian Tribe and al so representing the Native Village of
Ekl ut na.

MR. VEACH Eric Veach. [|'ma fisheries
bi ol ogi st for Wangell-St. Elias National Park.

M5. SHARP: Devi Sharp. [|'mthe chief of
resources for Wangell-St. Elias National Park and
Preserve.

MR BRELSFORD: H, |I'm Tayl or of
Brel sford. And as of about six weeks ago |I've gone to work
for the Bureau of Land Managenent as the Staff Conmittee
menber. So | switched roles fromworking with OSM after
all of these years and now will be working with the
Gennallen field office for the BLM at this neeting.
Thanks.

MR NELSON:. |1'm Ron Nelson. | cane on as
a district ranger for the Aennallen district just in
February here so I'mglad to be here.
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1 MR. WATERS:. Elijah Waters, wildlife

2 biologist for the Gennallen field office of BLM

3

4 MS. JULIUSSEN: |' m Bonni e Juliussen

5 Kenaitze Indian Tribe.

6

7 MR DOLCHOK: Em | Dol chok, Kenaitze |ndian
8 Tribe, Kenai.

9

10 MS. WELLS: Susan Wells, subsistence user,
11 Kenai area.

12

13 MR WLSON. Wayne W/ son, Kenaitze |ndian
14 Tri be.

15

16 M5. COVEAUX: Jacquel i ne Conmeaux, Kenaitze
17 I ndian Tri be.

18

19 MS. ATCH SON:  Bernadi ne Atchi son of the
20 Kenaitze Indian Tribe.

21

22 MS. PETRI VELLI: Pat Petrivelli,

23 ant hropol ogi st for the Southcentral region and Kodi ak
24 Aleutians with the Ofice of Subsistence Managenent.

26 MR BURROA5: And |'m Dave Burrows, court
27 reporter with Conputer Matrix, it's nice to be here.

29 CHAI RVAN LOHSE: (Okay, with that we need to
30 review and adopt our agenda. Council nenbers have you

31 | ooked at the agenda, do you have any additions you d |ike
32 to place on it or changes you'd like to make in it?

34 Hearing none, a notion to adopt the agenda
35 as witten is in order

36

37 MR JOHN: | nove that we adopt the agenda
38 just like it is.

39

40 CHAI RVAN LOHSE: Do | hear a second?

41

42 MR, DEMENTI: Second.

43

44 CHAI RVAN LOHSE: It's been noved and

45 seconded that we adopt the agenda as witten. Coments.
46 Discussion. Question's in order.

48 MR, ELVSAAS. CQuestion.
50 CHAI RMAN LOHSE: Question's been call ed.
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Al in favor, signify by saying aye.
I N UNI SON: Aye.

CHAI RVAN LOHSE: Al opposed, signify by
sayi ng nay.

(No opposi ng vot es)

CHAl RVAN LOHSE: Mdtion carries. kay,
with that we go on to Tab 6, Tab C in your book, which is a
Federal Subsistence programletter. And | think Ann is
going to read that to us, right?

M5. WLKINSON: As soon as | get there.

CHAI RVAN LOHSE: Did you get your gl asses

yet, Ann?

M5. W LKINSON: No.

CHAI RVAN LCHSE: Oh, well.....

M5. WLKINSON: That's okay, that's okay.

CHAI RVAN LOHSE:  ..... t hen maybe | shoul d
read it.

M5. WLKINSON: | can do it, it's just a
little.....

CHAIRVAN LOHSE: | can do it then if your

gl asses haven't cone yet.
M5. WLKINSON.  Ckay.

CHAl RVAN LOHSE: The gist of the letter is
the actions that the Federal Subsistence Board has take on
the fisheries proposals that we put before them It's a
summary of it. |It's about three pages, I'll run through it
real quick

Does the public have copies of this? No.
In that case I'Il just give theman overviewon it. So
it's Proposal 13, submitted by the Ninilchik Traditiona
Council, Steven Vanek and Fred H Bahr of N nil chik.
Requested a positive customary and traditional use
determnation for all fish and shellfish in the Cook Inlet
area for residents of the Kenai Peninsula district.
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Proposal 33 was submtted by Henry Kroll of
Sel dovia. This proposal requests a positive customary and
traditional use determ nation for herring, crab, snelt,
whi tefish, razor clanms and salnon in the Tuxedni Bay for
residents of the bay only. Both proposals request open
season dates and harvest. These proposal s were consi dered
together. The Board deferred action on them The Board
intends to take up Kenai Peninsula RFR no | ater than June
29t h, 2001 and will thereafter address requests for
customary and traditional use proposals on the Kena
Peni nsul a.

The Board will also address wildlife
Proposal 01-49 following the RFR  Proposal 49 was
subm tted by the Kenaitze Indian Tribe and requests a
positive customary and traditional use determ nation for
noose and caribou in Units 7, 9, 15 and 16 for residents of
Unit 15.

Those are all deferred until after the RFR

Proposal 14 was submtted by Joe Gal e of
Anchorage. This proposal requested that subsistence sal non
fishing in the Copper River be restricted to estuary waters
only. The Board rejected it.

Proposal 15, submtted by the Copper River
Native Association. This proposal requests that a positive
and customary and traditional use determ nation for sal non
for the Chitina subdistrict for Federally-qualified
subsi stence users fromthe villages of Cantwell, Chitina,
Chi st ochi na, Copper Center, Gakona, Gul kana, Mentasta and
Tazlina. The Board adopted this one as recomended by
Sout hcentral Regi onal Advisory Counci |

Proposal 16, submtted by the Copper River
Native Association. This proposal requested subsistence
sal non season be opened year-round within the dennallen
subdistrict. The Board adopted this proposal with a
nodi fication. It opens on May 15th and cl oses Septenber
30t h.

Proposal 17 submtted by the Native |ndian
Ri ghts Fund on behalf of Katie John and the Mentasta
Council, this proposal requested five changes to the
current regulations. The season remai n open seven days a
week, w thout harvest limts, permt holders be allowed to
harvest chi nook sal non within the Batzul netas subsi stence
fishery, permt holders should be allowed to use rod and
reel within the Batzul netas subsistence fishery,
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subsi stence fishing permts should be adm ni stered through
the National Park Service and the National Park Service
should install and maintain regulatory nmarkers to identify
t he Bat zul netas fishery. Southcentral Regional Advisory
Council's recommendations to the Board was to support the
proposal however the Board adopted it with nodification.
The Board decided to renove the court order harvest limts,
renove the court order requirenents for weekly catch
reporting to the Cordova office. Establish the Nationa
Park Service will place and nmaintain regul atory markers.
Extend the season from May 15th to Septenber 30th.
Establish the National Park Service Slana office is the
place to issue the permits. Require permts to be returned
to Slana no later than Cctober 15th and renove the
requirenents of a live-box. Allowthe use of fish wheels,
di pnets and rod and reel in the Cooper River, allow the use
of dipnets, rod and reel and spears in Tanada Creek and not
all ow the take of chinook salnon in Tanada Creek but wil |
all ow retention of chinook salnon in a fish wheel on the
Copper River. The reason the chinook sal nron was | ack of
sufficient evidence that there was sufficient stock in
Tanada Creek.

Proposal 19, from Dougl as Hosken of Tok,
t he proposal requested that customary and traditional use
determ nations for salnmon for the dennallen subdistrict of
t he Upper Copper River district of Prince WIIiam Sound and
Proposal 20 by the Dot Lake Council, this proposa
requested that the customary traditional use determ nations
for salnon for the Aennallen district of the per Copper
River district of the Prince WIIliam Sound area and Copper
River at the nmouth of and in Tanada Creek be changed to
i nclude residents of Dot Lake, Northway, Tanacross, Tetlin
and Healy Lake. The Board took up both proposals,
Proposal s 19 and 20 and adopted it with the foll ow ng
nodi fi cations. The Board did not adopt Southcentra
Regi onal Advi sory Council's recomrendation for this
proposal, which was that the customary and traditional use
finding for salnmon in the dennallen subdistrict of the
Upper Copper River district should be for residents of Dot
Lake, Northway, Tanacross, Tetlin, Tok, and al ong the Tok
cutoff fromTok to Mentasta Pass. |Instead, the Board
adopted the recomendati on of the Eastern Interior Regional
Advi sory Council to include residents of Dot Lake, Healy
Lake, Northway, Tanacross, Tetlin, Tok, and those
i ndividuals that |live along the Al aska H ghway fromthe
Canadi an border to Dot Lake along the Tok cutoff from Tok
to Mentasta Pass and al ong the Nabesna Road. The
justification was that it showed that history of public
testinony data, past regulatory efforts support the
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i nclusion of Healy Lake, which Southcentral left out and

t hose al ong the highway systens for subsistence use. The
Board di d adopt the Council's recomendati on and
nodi fi cati on which nmade a positive customary and
traditional use finding for the Batzul netas fishery for the
resi dents of Dot Lake and Mentasta Lake only, stating that
the access and use of the Batzulnetas fishery is
traditionally limted to | and owned by residents of

Ment asta Lake and Dot Lake, who are the sole users of this
fishery.

RFR 00-01 submitted by George Mdvag. This
request for reconsideration of the May 2000 Feder al
Subsi stence Board to deny a positive customary and
traditional use determ nation for the residents of Slana
and others residing in Unit 13(C) for black bear, brown
bear and goat in Unit 11. The Board adopted the proposa
as it related to the cormunity of Slana which is located in
both Units 11 and 13 unifying the customary and traditional
use determ nation for both portions of Slana as recomrended
by the Southcentral Regional Advisory Council, Eastern
Interior Regional Advisory Council, Interagency Staff
Conmittee and Al aska Departnent of Fish and Gane.

And that sunmmarizes the action of the Board
as it affects our area in their spring neeting. Any
comments by Council nenbers, any questions? Wth that, we
will go on?

M5. WLKINSON: Excuse ne, Ralph

CHAI RVAN LOHSE: Did | m ss sonething Ann?
M5. W LKINSON:  Yes.

CHAI RVAN LOHSE: Ckay.

M5. WLKINSON: Review and adopti on of
m nutes fromthe | ast neeting.

CHAI RVAN LOHSE:  You are right, | skipped
that. GCkay, turn to Tab B and so we are out of sequence
but we have the m nutes for the Septenber 20th and 21st
2000 neeting. Council menbers, any corrections or
additions that need to be nade to these m nutes.

MR ELVSAAS: | didn't see any.

CHAI RVAN LOHSE: Actually a notion to adopt
the mnutes is in order.
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1 MR ELVSAAS: | will nove to adopt the
2 m nutes.

3

4 CHAI RVAN LOHSE: To adopt the mnutes, do
5 hear a second?

6

7 MR DEMENTI: Second.

8

9 MR JOHN: Second.

10

11 CHAI RVAN LOHSE: |It's been npbved and

12 seconded to adopt the mnutes. Now, any additions or
13 corrections to the m nutes?

14

15 MR ELVSAAS. Better put the date on that
16 noti on.

17

18 CHAI RVAN LOHSE: I'Il give you a couple
19 mnutes. | didn't find any but.....

20

21 MR DEMENTI: No, | didn't either, they
22 look fine to ne.

23

24 CHAl RVAN LOHSE: So we have a notion on the
25 table, if there's no further.....

26

27 MR ELVSAAS: | call for the question.

28

29 CHAl RVAN LOHSE: ... .. di scussion. The
30 question's been called. Al in favor of adopting the

31 minutes of the Septenber 20th, 21st, 2000 neeting, signify
32 by sayi ng aye.

34 IN UNI SON: Aye.

36 CHAI RVAN LOHSE: (Opposed, signify by saying
37 nay.

39 (No opposi ng vot es)

41 CHAI RVAN LCHSE: Mbtion carries
42 unani nously. The m nutes of the Septenber 20th and 21st
43 neeting are adopted.

45 Ckay, at this point intime we go on to
46 public testinony. The opportunity for public testinony
47 continues through the rest of the neeting also. And we
48 al so have, always in this Council, if you have public
49 testinony that applies to a specific proposal, you can
50 request to save your testinony until that point in tine.
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If you have just general testinony that you' d |like to give

we'll take it at this point intinme. So if | call your
nane and you request to save it for a specific proposal,
you can. I'mjust going to go down the list on these.
Em | Dol chok

MR DOLCHOK: Good norning, |'m Em |
Dol chok from Kenai. |'ma Kenaitze Native who has |ived on
the Kenai Peninsula all of ny life long before it was
divided into units and subunits. Long before it was a
Ref uge and | ong before statehood. Before territorial days
ny parents and their parents loved to fish. For
generations ny famly has hunted gane and fished in the
waters of the Peninsula as a whole. Al the areas between
the Point and the Kasilof River, 15(A), 15(B). CQur
nei ghbors to the south used the | and from Kasi | of
Tustunena to Katchemak and mainly Prince WIIliam Sound. My
hunting and trappi ng grounds are nmainly along the Kenai and
Kelly River. | trap the Upper Kelly River and | ater the
Swanson Ri ver for beaver, and no other furbearing aninals.

I hunted noose in the fall along the Kenai
River. There were no roads so we took boats up the river.
W used to line themup the river. | usually had to pul
the rope along the bank while ny step-grandfather feet up
sat in the rear of the boat steering it. Wen we got our
noose, we loaded it in the boat and drifted down the river
to town where we noored our boat in the creek bel ow Kenai.

| testified before to this commttee about
the inportance of and the use of the fisheries work. | want
to once again say now, how inportant it is for us to have
access to the fish resource starting early in the spring
and I will once, again, say that our people never wasted or
abused our right to use the fish and gane.

My grandnot her, nother and father used to
go gather and pick berries that we used for food and
nmedicines. | still pick the nedicine they call paul ene and
soak ny feet in since | had an operation on ny |leg, and
there are too many plants to nmention ot herw se.

Qur use of fish and gane and plant |ife was
the source of our existence. The inportance of our
resource has been central to who we are as people. W have
subsi sted on the resource for generations. The resource
was and is inportant to our health and welfare. | say
heal th and I know from experi ence when |I' m not havi ng
access to ny traditional food can nean. M/ doctor told ne
to eat fish and wild gane instead of store bought neats
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because they are better for nmy health and ny heart. Dr.
Mayer, ny heart doctor, said that eating the domestic neat
such as beef and chicken is bad for nmy heart. | didn't
really need the doctor to confirmthat, ny people have
known f orever.

| am here today to ask this Board to
support and endorse the Kenaitze Indian Tri be proposal for
use of Federal lands for the harvesting of ganme, fish nd
pl ants that have been our customary and traditional
subsi stence foods. It is very inportant that we have the
| ands we have had and have used for custonmary and
traditional hunting and gathering. W need to protect
hunting for subsistence use now. | don't want to see it go
the way our fishing has recently, where the sport fishernen
have taken over all the king salnon. W are not allowed to
catch a king salnmon until after the mddl e of June and our
tradition when we started fishing the first of May, we get
our fish dried before the flies got thick, you know, and
usual Iy have nore sunshine in the early nonths of spring.

So | thank you very nuch

CHAI RVAN LOHSE: Thank you, Em . Any
questions for Em|? Thank you. Susan \Wells.

M5. VELLS: | was hoping to kind of wait
for some of the discussion but I'll give it atry. |I'm
Susan Wlls, | live in Kenai. | was born in Seldovia. |'m
a subsi stence user, Kenaitze Indian Tribal nmenber. 1|'m

here today to request that this Council take into

consi deration and adopt the recommendations of ny tribe who
qualify as an appropriate regional council regarding the
customary and traditional uses of our subsistence resource.

There are eight factors in a Council review
draft that 1'd like to just reiterate for the record. The
Federal Subsistence Board will make customary and
traditional use determ nations based on application and
they apply these eight factors. And so | can go down, from
nunber 1, our tribe does have a | ong-term consi stent
pattern of use, excluding the interruptions beyond our
control, State regulations, |loss of |and use and so forth.

Qur peopl e also have a pattern of use
recurring in specific seasons, every year, sane area, sane
pl aces. Even famlies, sane famlies would go to the sane
area to hunt the sanme aninmals and an exanple for you from
ny lifetine is every year when we noved to Kenai from
Sel dovia we would get to go out to Sunken Island, which is
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right next door to the Wldlife Refuge and we have our own
canpsites, even now after tradition has taken place, you
can find Em | Dol chok in the sane space right on the sane
place on the | ake there. So we do have that recurrence of
use, and that's not just in that area.

Al so our tribe has a patter of use
consi sting of methods and nmeans of harvest which are
characterized by efficiency and econony of effort and cost,
conditioned by |ocal characteristics. You will hear nore
testinony and |I'msure you' ve heard a | ot of the elders
telling of their grandparents and their parents fishing on
the Peninsula. You know, we are privileged to have sone
| ands now that we can access and go to but we're still tied
by State regulations for fishing and hunting and they're
not consi dered subsistence, we're considered nore of a
sport hunter when we go out and | find that objectionable.
I"mnot a sport hunter, I'ma food eater

Al so our tribe has the consistent harvest
and use of fish and wildlife as related to past nethods and
nmeans of taking near and reasonabl e access from our
community. | learned how to prepare and cut fish fromnmny
parents, actually ny dad did better than ny nom ny nom was
too fast. But | got to teach her how to make the dried
fish because | experinented and tried to renmenber what |
was taught about taking the backbone out and turning it
inside out and cutting the neat so it would dry i the sun.
Renmenberi ng how grandnma woul d say that you don't let it get
too much sun because it will give you a bellyache. And I
haven't gotten a bellyache fromfish ever.

Al so our tribe has a neans of handling,
preparing, preserving and storing fish and wildlife.
Tradi ti ons have been passed down for years and this is
sonething that | teach ny own kids and the children that I
teach in the public school system It's always an honor to
take the children down and use the tribal net and catch
fish and teach themhowto clean it properly and keep the
beach cl ean and pass on those traditions that 1've | earned.

Al so our tribe has a pattern of use which
i ncl udes the handi ng down of know edge of fishing and
hunting, the skills, the value and |l ore fromgeneration to
generation. And |I've already spoken on that.

One thing with regards to noose hunting,
with this point, when dad woul d bring noose hone, the whole
famly got together to help clean and prepare it and
package it and get it in the freezer and run it to people
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who didn't have the food. Sharing was always a big part.
You never took a noose or caught fish or gathered clans or
berries wi thout sharing with sonmeone that didn't or
couldn't get to the resource. And that's a value that is
very inportant to our tribal people and those skills are
very inportant for passing down to, not only our children,
but to many of the newconers that cone to our state and are
usi ng resources and |'ve w tnessed how fish are cl eaned by
sonme of our newconers, the guides and there's a strip off
each side of the back and the back bone is full of neat and
the belly is still connected to the head and it's a

di sgrace for our land and it's a risk to our resource.

Poi nt nunber 7, our tribe has a pattern of
use in which the harvest is shared or distributed with a
definabl e cormunity of persons. Wth the noose out at our
canp when someone catches a noose everybody goes out to
help with it to bring it in and then whoever gets it and
packs it up, it's usually their responsibility to nake sure
that we all get a portion or a taste of it at |east, and we
fry up our liver and onions right there at the canp and
enjoy the freshness of the kill and the pronm se of a
confortable belly through the winter.

Nunber 8, our tribe has a pattern of use
which relates to reliance upon a wide diversity of fish and
wildlife resources in the area which provide substanti al
cul tural, economc, social and nutritional elenents of the
community. And as you hear Em | speak earlier, he's had
heart problens and I know that his doctors say, eat wld
gane, research says wild gane is much better for you than
t he donesti cated beef which we weren't raised on. And so
it's very inportant for our own health and well - being.

So Kenaitze Indian Tribe neets all the
requi renents, the eight factors, for determning
traditional and customary and uses and so we need your
support to attain access to the fish and wildlife resources
for our subsistence use. | would ask that this Counci
forward support for the Kenaitze Indian Tribe's proposal, |
think it's nunbered 49, that will be introduced here today.
Thank you.

CHAI RVAN LOHSE: Any questions for Susan?
Thank you, Susan. Rita.

M5. SMOGGE: | would like to wait until we
address the proposal .

CHAI RVAN LOHSE: For Proposal 49?
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M5. SMOGGE:  Yes.
CHAI RVAN LOHSE: Jacquel i ne.

M5. ATCHI SON. She's going to wait until
49, too.

CHAI RVAN LOHSE: (Okay. Bernadi ne.
M5. ATCHHSON: 1'mgoing to wait, too.

CHAI RVAN LOHSE: Ch, you're going to hit us
all at that time, okay. Bonnie.

M5. JULIUSSEN: | want to wait, too.

CHAI RVAN LOHSE: Janes. We're getting to
be regul ar ol d acquai ntances.

MR SHOMLTER  Yeah, it seens |ike we've
been through these neetings quite often. M nane is Janes
Showal ter, Kenaitze Tribe. 1'd Iike to speak on the
subj ect of C&T for the Kenaitze Tribe in Unit 15, which,
you know, consists of npbose and cari bou. On noose, as far
as | remenber nyself, | have hunted when | was bi g enough
to go wwth ny dad and go out hunting. And on the education
of hunting and taking care of the aninmal and bringing it
back home and, of course, this was in the fall weather,
fall tinme of the year and not |ike present, whereas now
you' ve got to warm of weather and you have a | ot of
spoi l age and prior to that it was in the cool er weat her
where we were able to hunt in the fall of the year.

And on noose hunting, for C&T, that went
back a long tinme before nme, of course, and even in ny tine
during the nobose hunting, there's sharing and customary and
traditional and we, now, at the tribe have an educati onal
noose hunt which we get a permt for one nbose per year.
And in turn we get our youth and we take themout on a
noose hunt and we teach them everything we possibly know
about harvesting the noose to skinning it, all the useable
parts, cutting, packaging and sharing of the noose.

Ri ght now we have been using the Native
| ands which is the corporation lands which is referred to
Sunken |sland Lake on 15(A), is where we have been doi ng
our hunts. And of course, that's joining nowthe --
don't knowif it's a noose range or what it's referred to
now, but also we're asking for C&T on the Federal |ands for
our noose and -- which we requested for the Kenai Peninsul a
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enconpasses the whol e Peninsula for npbose and cari bou,
which, in the past the caribou were harvested on the Kena
Peni nsula and | don't know which tine frame, if they were
died off, killed off and now they' ve been retranspl ant ed
there and there is an excess harvest of -- or surplus of
cari bou on the Peninsula which was stated by the biol ogi st
fromthe Kenai area. And so we'd like to also continue our
past harvest of caribou on the Kenai Peninsula fromthe
tribe.

There was nore | was going to say but |
can't think of it right off hand. But | guess if |
remenber nore, | could turn in another blue slip for
further testinony.

CHAI RVAN LOHSE: Anybody have any questi ons
for James? Thank you, Janes. And Al an.

MR BALDWN:. 1'Il defer until 49.

CHAI RVAN LOHSE:  You' |l defer until 49.
kay, | don't have any other requests for public testinony
at this point intime. |If you want to testify, fill out a

blue slip and give it to Ann. The blue slips are.....
M5. WLKINSON: On that table over there.

CHAI RVAN LOHSE:  ..... on the table right
over here.

M5. WLKINSON: And sone of them are green.

CHAI RVAN LOHSE: Sone of them are green.
You m ght get stuck with a green slip instead of a bl ue
slip, but it will work, too.

(Laught er)

CHAl RVAN LOHSE: Ckay, with that, we're
going to go on to wildlife proposals for review and Counci
recommendations. This is under Tab D, these are the
proposal s we've been tal king about. Does anybody need a
nonent to stretch at this point in time or are we okay to
keep on goi ng.

MR JOHN:  Yeah.
CHAI RVAN LOHSE: Hearing no requests for

stretch, we'll at least get started, Tab D. W nornmally go
through this, we'll have an introduction and a Staff
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analysis given to us. W'Ill get the comments fromthe
ADF&G summary of the witten public coments and if there
are conments that have requested to speak we'll have them
then and then we'll go into deliberations and
recomrendati ons. So do you want to start us off, GCeorge.

MR, SHERRCD: Who does the introduction.
CHAI RVAN LOHSE:  Who does the introduction
M5. WLKINSON: [It's yours.

MR. SHERROD: | do the introduction, okay.
CHAI RVAN LOHSE: Ckay.

MR. SHERROD: Proposals 1 and 2 are
statewi de proposals, they deal with all Federal public
lands in the state and they are put forward by the Interior
Counci |l s and request the adoption of certain terns,
definitions into regul ations, drainage, bait and sal vage
are ternms that currently have definitions in State
regul ati ons but not in Federal subsistence regul ations.
Airborne is not found in State regul ations, but Eastern
Interior had requested that a definition of airborne also
be placed in Federal regulations. The definitions found in
State regul ati ons can be found on Page 8 for the three
terms. The definition of airborne will be provided at the
end.

Ai rborne appears twi ce in Federal
regul ati ons and deals with the transport or restriction on
transport of hunters and gane. Bait appears 35 tinmes in
Federal regulations, nost inportantly, 31 of the
occurrences deal with provisions for baiting black bear.
Current Federal regulations require adherence to nost State
regul atory requirenents for baiting black bear. The
registration of bait stations and so on, the clean up and
removal and it nmakes a |l ot of sense that we shoul d have
simlar regul ati ons when we're that dependent upon the
State regul ations. Drainage occurs 239 times wthin our
regul ati ons, generally used to define hunt areas, special
hunt areas, managenent areas and so on. It is inportant to
have this definition in our regulations, particularly in
dealing with closures to non-Federally qualified users,
this would tighten up our ability to enforce these
cl osures. Sal vage appears four tinmes in our regul ations
and it deals with wanton waste while our regul ati ons say
t hat gane nust be sal vaged, nowhere in our regulations does
it say what that actually nmeans and this would provide a



tightening of that and basically require that sal vage neans
to transport, prepare or preserve the edible neat of a gane
animal, or wild fow so to save it and prevent it from--
make it edible fromwaste -- prevent it fromwaste.

The effects of the proposals. Adoption of
t hese proposed changes woul d have no negative inpact on
qualified rural Al askans taking wildlife under Federal
subsi st ence regul ati ons.

The prelimnary conclusion is to support
the proposal. The definitions that are proposed to go into
regul atory | anguage are found on Page 12 towards the
mddle. The justification is basically that adopting these
definitions into Federal regul ations would enhance the
enforceability of Federal subsistence regul ations.

The end.

CHAl RVAN LOHSE: Ckay. |If everybody could
foll ow t hrough that fast enough, basically the summary is
found on Page 12, the need for it is partially to be in
concurrence with State regulations and partially for
enf orcenment purposes. Airborne, | didn't see what they --
they cane up with a pretty sinple.....

MR SHERROD: Transported by air.

CHAl RVAN LOHSE:  ..... transported by air.
And that includes -- okay.....

MR. SHERROD: If you | ook on Page 9
basically.....

CHAI RVAN LOHSE: |If we | ook on Page 9 we
see what the State has.

MR SHERROD: Right. W also see what's
currently in our regulations, the taking or assisting in
t he taking of ungul ates, brown bear, da, da, da, da,
followi ng the day in which airborne travel occurred. And
therefore it would define essentially what airborne travel
is. There was some concern that such vehicles as
hovercraft m ght be consi dered airborne.

CHAI RVAN LOHSE: (Okay. And hovercraft is
not classed as an aircraft?

MR, SHERRCOD: No.
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CHAI RVAN LOHSE: So basically what we're
| ooking at there, we're not defining when and where
sonmebody can take sonmething with airborne, we're just
defining the word airborne.

MR SHERROD: Airborne. And the sane is

CHAI RVAN LOHSE: And the other regul ations

exi st as to what you can do if you are airborne?

MR SHERROD: Right.

CHAl RVAN LOHSE: (kay, so that's -- let's
take a look at -- am| out of order? | have a tendency to

junp out of order, let's see.....
M5. WLKINSON: Fish and Gane and then.....

CHAIRVAN LOHSE: | didn't catch a Staff
analysis, but is the Staff analysis what we see on Page 127
That's kind of the Staff reconmendation?

MR SHERROD: Yeah. The recommendation is
to adopt the proposal. The |anguage that the Staff is
proposing go into our regulations is found basically at the
top of Page 12 there.

CHAI RVAN LOHSE:  Ckay.

MR SHERROD: And, again, as you pointed
out, this is only defining terns that are currently used
multiple tines within our existing regul ations.

CHAI RVAN LOHSE: Yeah. It's just the
definition of terns, not setting regulations as to how you
can use bait or.....

MR SHERROD: What is bait.

CHAl RVAN LOHSE:  ..... how you can use
airplane or what parts have to be salvaged, it's just a
termthat defines what sal vage, drainage, bait and airborne
means?

MR SHERROD: That's correct, M. Chair.

CHAl RVAN LOHSE: (Okay. Thank you. Any
questions for Ceorge?
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MR ELVSAAS. In regards to sal vage, where
it says the edible nmeat, you know, how do you define that?

MR SHERROD: That's already in our
regul ations. There is a definition for edible nmeat within
our regul ations for each of the species, the | arge gane
speci es and non-1large gane species. So that's already
defined in our regulation.

CHAI RVAN LOHSE: This is defining the word
sal vage, saying that salvage is required consistent with
the other regulations that are already witten.

MR SHERROD: That's correct.
CHAl RVAN LOHSE: kay.

MR SHERROD: Currently we say that you
have to sal vage the neat but that doesn't nmean that you
actually have to transport it fromthe kill site in a
manner that's going to make it.....

CHAI RVAN LOHSE:  Edi bl e.

MR SHERROD: ..... edible by the time you
get it home. This says, if you' re going to salvage the
neat, you better be able to neat it when you unload it out
of the back of your truck or boat or whatever.

CHAI RVAN LOHSE: That woul d be a good i dea.
(Laught er)

CHAI RVAN LOHSE: When they bring it out and
it | ooks that way, so you can sit down and eat that whole
thing right now.

(Laught er)

MR ELVSAAS: Well, you know, in reading
this, I know with ny experience, for instance, with bl ack
bear, we don't take the neat below the first joint.

MR SHERRCD: Uh- huh.

MR ELVSAAS. There's nothing but sinew and
string and | suppose in a sense it is edible if you wanted
to save it and then you could take the other extrene, like
Ms. Wells was tal king about, the people that take fish and
take just the backstrap or the fillet off of fish and | eave
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so nuch of the edible fish.
MR SHERRCD: Uh- huh
MR ELVSAAS: You know, to ne the head is

the better part of the fish. So how do we define the
edi bl e part when you tal k about salvage. So | nean if

that's what it means, | don't have a real problemwth --
as to what you do sal vage, but you know, and we don't want
to get too technical. There's got to be sone

r easonabl eness here.

MR SHERRCD: Well, as | said, in our
regul ations there is a definition of edible neat already.
And this proposal is not trying to redefine what is edible
or not edible in regulations. |It's sinply saying that if
you are to -- sal vage nmeans you're supposed to nmake sure
that what is considered edible in our regulations is edible
by the tine you get it to its final destination.

CHAl RVAN LOHSE:  Yeah. In other words,
you're required to take it out and get it hone in good
shape.

MR SHERRCD: Right.

CHAl RVAN LOHSE: Ckay. Al aska Depart nent
of Fish and Gane, comments. Do we have sonebody here to
make conments on? |'mpretty sure they will support that.

MR. SHERROD: At the Eastern Interior they
supported -- at the Eastern and Western Interior, they
supported this proposal as drafted.

CHAI RVAN LOHSE: Ckay.

M5. WLKINSON: Ckay, excuse ne, Ral ph

CHAI RMAN LOHSE:  Yes.

M5. WLKINSON: Tim just pointed out that
if the Departnent of Fish and Gane isn't here, he asked
that | read their conments into the record.

CHAI RVAN LOHSE: Ckay, thank you.

M5. WLKINSON: And we do have sone |isted
in the book. For Proposals 1 and 2, the ADF&G coment is

that they support these proposals. The adoption of this
proposal would align the current State and Federa
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definitions of bait, drainage and sal vage and reduce
confusion for the public. W reserve coment on a
definition of airborne until one is presented for review

CHAI RVAN LOHSE: Ckay, so they didn't
comrent on airborne.

MR SHERROD: At the time that those
recomrendati ons were drafted, they were | ooking at the
proposal and not the proposal analysis.

CHAl RVAN LOHSE: (Okay. Do we have any
witten public comments on these?

M5. WLKINSON:  Yes, we do.
CHAl RVAN LOHSE: W do, okay.
M5. WLKINSON:  Uh- huh

CHAI RVAN LOHSE: What page?

M5. WLKINSON: The Denali Subsistence
Resource Comm ssion supports the prelimnary concl usion of
the analysis for Proposals 1 and 2. Wangell-St. Elias,
Subsi st ence Resource Conmm ssi on supports the proposals and
as Ceorge said, the Eastern and Western Interior Regional
Advi sory Council support these proposals. They state that
defining these terns will hel p nanagenent and enforcenent
of Federal subsistence regulations and will align Federa
and State regul ati ons.

CHAI RVAN LOHSE: (Okay, and this is just
Proposal 1 we're | ooking at right now?

MR SHERRCD: 1 and 2.
MB. WLKINSON: 1 and 2.
MR JOHN. 1 and 2, yeah.

CHAI RVAN LOHSE: Oh, both 1 and 2 is both
on the defining.

MR SHERRCD: Right.

CHAI RVAN LOHSE: Ch, yeah, | see that now,
okay. Do we have.....

MR JOHN: M. Chairnan.



00023

OCO~NOUITRARWNE

CHAI RVAN LOHSE:  Fred.

MR. JOHN: About airborne, could you give
me alittle nore on that, what the definition is and what
the State thinks about it?

MR SHERROD: At the Council neeting where
they saw the rather sinple definition we cane up with
because there isn't one in State regulations and there
wasn't one specific to hunting in Federal regul ations that
| could find. Airborne, we sinply took the definition
transported by aircraft and the State was confortable with
that term that definition of the term

CHAl RVAN LOHSE: And does this nean, either
hunters or gane?

MR SHERROD: Gane, as it says in our
regul ations. Again, it's not stipulating the action, it's
just saying what the term nmeans.

CHAI RVAN LOHSE: GCkay. So if it says, no
hunter can be transported, be airborne, then it neans
transported by aircraft or game, then it nmeans transported
by aircraft?

MR SHERROD: Right. Page 9 is the two
exanples in our regulations are in the mddle of the page
in which the termairborne is used and this sinply would
define that termwi th respect to those two provisions that
are currently in our regul ations.

CHAI RVAN LOHSE: Yeah. Fred, maybe we need

to ook at Page 9, it actually says where airborne cones
in. Do you have anot her question Fred?

MR JOHN. Yeah. |It's just that, I, as a
Native Al aska, you know, thinking about aircraft, | know up
inthe north and Interior, they use quite a bit of aircraft
i n subsi stence hunting because they travel. But in ny
area, you know, we never use aircraft so it's kind of a

foreign word to ne.
CHAI RVAN LOHSE:  Uh- huh.

MR JOHN:  You know, as a subsistence
hunter and a subsi stence person, you know, so you know, |'m
going to have a little hard tinme with that. To nme in ny
area, airborne or flying plane out for subsistence is a no-
no. But we use snownmachi nes, so, you know, | just wanted
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1 to bring that up.

2

3 CHAI RVAN LOHSE: Uh-huh. Do we have any
4 oral public conmments? | don't have any blue slips in front
5 of ne on that. GOkay, Council deliberation. At this point
6 intime, a notion to accept Proposal 1 and 2 is in order so
7 we can proceed.

8

9 MR ELVSAAS: | will nobve to accept

10 Proposals 1 and 2.

11

12 CHAI RVAN LCHSE: Do | hear a second?

13

14 MR ELVSAAS. W need a second.

15

16 CHAI RVAN LOHSE: Wl |, if we don't have a
17 second we can't operate on this one here.

18

19 MR JOHN. | would.....

20

21 CHAI RVMAN LOHSE: What ?

22

23 MR JOHN: CGo ahead.

24

25 MR DEMENTI: Can we.....

26

27 CHAI RVAN LOHSE: Do you want to defer it to
28 later?

29

30 MR. DEMENTI: Can the Federal governnent

31 define airborne a little further or whatever?

33 MR. SHERROD: Do we have any suggestions?
34

35 (Laught er)

36

37 MR DEMENTI: Not really.

38

39 MR JOHN. M. Chair.

40

41 CHAI RMAN LOHSE:  Yes.

42

43 MR JOHN: What | have a problemwith is is

44 a | ot of these proposals says to align thenselves with the
45 State. The State is so out of conpliance with the

46 subsi stence people, that when it says that, | just -- it

47 just turns nme off, | don't like it. Right now, you know,
48 the subsistence hunter is supposed to be on public |and,

49 and Kenai, Parks, there are public land and I don't see why
50 they don't have it down there instead of -- you know, so it
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kind of turns ne off when | see alignnent with the State.
W're going to align with the State pretty soon and the
whol e state's going to be subsistence hunting which the
State already considers their sporthunters, their
sportfishermen, everything is subsistence fishernmen and
hunt ers anyway.

That's what kind of turns ne off every tine
| see stuff like that.

MR SHERROD: Well, M. Chair, if | could
make a conment.

CHAl RVAN LOHSE:  Geor ge.

MR SHERROD: The Eastern and Western
Interior Council have sort of taken the stand that where
State regul ations are nore |iberal than Federal
regul ations, then it is nore reasonable to align themwth
the State. It's not their position that we have to get
along with the State and go every direction they go. But
basically if the Staff is directed by the Councils to | ook
at those exanpl es, review changes to Federal -- | nean the
State regulations and in those cases where the State
regul ations are nore |liberal than Federal regulations, we
draft proposals to try to make our regul ations equally as
liberal as the State. So the term align, when used by
these two groups is not to inply that they want to do
everything that the State is saying. And in this case
because, particularly with a lot to do with wanton waste
concerns and air taxi operator concerns in the Interior,
there was the feeling that there was a need to nake our
exi sting regul ati ons nore enforceable to deal with the
probl em of wanton waste and sort of illicit air taxi
operations, air taxi people that are operating basically as
guides. And that was the rationale of putting these
proposal s forward.

CHAl RVAN LOHSE: Ceorge, can | ask you a
question on that then. Air taxi operators and gui des and
non-resi dent hunters and urban hunters don't come under
Federal regulation to begin with, do they?

MR. SHERROD: If we close an area or place
restrictions on an area they do. That's where drai nage
becones inportant. A lot of times we will shut down | ands
to non-qualified Federal subsistence users. Unless we have
a very clear definition of what that area that is closed
is, then potentially you have a | oophole that allows non-
qual i fi ed subsistence users to basically skirt Federa



00026

OCO~NOUITRARWNE

regul ations. If we have restrictions on transportation of
non-qual i fi ed subsi stence users, then, again, they would
fall under the aircraft definition. So in those two cases,
basi cal | y, non-subsi stence users could be restricted based
on these definitions or these definitions would help
restrict them based on other regulations, | guess, is what
I"mtrying to say.

CHAl RVAN LOHSE: But the bait and the
sal vage, if any of those operations were taking place,
they' d be taking place under State regulations.....

MR SHERRCD: Right.

CHAI RVAN LOHSE:  ..... whi ch are al ready
restrictive.

MR. SHERROD: No, no, the bait and sal vage
woul d apply to subsistence users in this case.

CHAI RVAN LCHSE: And in this case, bait and
sal vage woul d apply to subsistence users only.

MR SHERROD: Only. But as | say, with the
-- the Interior Councils felt there was a need to make the
regulations a little bit tougher.....

CHAl RVAN LOHSE: Mbre defi nabl e.

MR SHERROD: As we all know, there are a
| ot of people that wind up from New York live in Tok and
are a subsi stence user

CHAl RVAN LOHSE: Well, do | hear a second?
If I don't, this proposal just goes forward with out any
recommendations fromthis Council. It dies for a lack of a
second.

kay, shall we go on to the next one.

MR LaPLANT: M. Chairman, for the record
ny name is Dan LaPlant. I'mwith the Ofice of Subsistence
Managenent. |'d like to speak to you about Proposal No. 7
relating to Unit 13 caribou. The proposal begi ns on Page
21 of your bookl et and the map of the Nel china Herd, which
is primarily occupying Unit 13, the map is found on Page 23
and | want to refer to that.

Proposal No. 7 was submtted by M. Wyne
Crowson fromDelta Junction. And M. Crowson is
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recomrendi ng that the winter portion of the harvest be
elimnated, that portion of the harvest that takes place
bet ween COct ober 21st and March 31st. As you probably know
the Nel china Caribou Herd has been declining since about
1996. The popul ation in 1996 was approxi mately 50, 000 and
last falls surveys indicate that the population is now
around 29, 600. The popul ation of the herd has been
declining due to predation by wolves on the calf
popul ati on, on the annual calf crop and al so from poor
sumer range.

M. Crowson recomrends that elimnating
that wi nter season would elimnate the shooting of pregnant
cows and which would help the herd recover or at |east
slowy decline of the herd and he al so stated that bulls
harvested after the rut are unfit for human consunption so
therefore elimnating that portion of the hunt that begins
on Cctober 21st would elimnate that problem of people
harvesting animals that are unfit for consunption.

If we | ook at seasons, the State season
currently has a one bull harvest limt. Now, that was
instituted | ast year, so the current season, 2000/2001
season is a one bull harvest. Last year in 1999, the
harvest for the State under the State system was one
caribou so cows were permtted to be harvested at that
time. Then the year before in "98, it was a one bull
harvest. And then previous to that, in '96 and '97, you
remenber there was a Tier | season in Unit 13 and harvest
of cows and yearlings were encouraged to reduce the
popul ati on because it was so high at that tine.

The Federal harvest |limt has been two
cari bou every since the season began, the Federal program
began in 1991. To begin with, the Federal season was a
split season. It started August 10th through Septenber
20th and there was a wi nter season that began on January
5th through the end of March. In 1997 the Federal
Subsi stence Board began that early -- began the w nter
season earlier to begin Cctober 21st through the end of
Mar ch.

The managenent objectives for the Nel china
Caribou Herd set by the State and the Federal Subsi stence
Board utilizes State popul ati on objectives unless they set
their own. Those popul ation objectives are 35,000 to
40,000 animals. So that's what the nmanagenent is shooting
for. And they're also shooting for our cow calf ratio of
about 35 to 40 cows -- or excuse ne, calves per 100 cows.
Last fall in the survey, the data showed that there were
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about 20 cal ves per 100 cows. So the population, the calf
popul ati on has declined quite a bit. 1In fact, they tell us
that that is the lowest the calf/cow ratio has been in
about 30 years. The year prior to that, in 1999, the

cow calf ratio was 23 calves per 100 cows. So it's
continued to drop.

The bull/cow ratio, the objective is to
manage for about 40 bulls per 100 cow ratio. The current
rati o as of |ast Cctober surveys was 25 bulls per 100 cows.
And that's down from about 30 bulls per 100 cows fromthe
year before. So the bull/cowratio is declining as well.

There's a high nortality rate within the
herd of about 15 to 25 percent. Normal nortality should e
about 10 percent, so we have a high nortality rate. And if
this trend continues, the Departnent of Fish and Gane
predicts that the herd will continue to decline.

The harvest data under the State system
| ast year, 1999 to 2000 -- the 99/2000 season under the
State system they harvested 2,017 aninmals, in both cows
and bulls and the season was cl osed early by emnergency
order when that 2000 mark was reached. This year in the
2000/ 2001 season they reduced the total nunber of permts
from6,000 to 2,000 because of the declining herd. And as
of |late Novenber, the harvest, under the State regul ati ons
was about 700 bulls. It's probably a bit nore than that
now but | understand the herd has noved off to the east and
probably out of the unit. So the season, the State season
Is still in effect.

Under the Federal season, |ast year, 1999,
the reported harvest was 389 animals, of those 181 were
cows and 207 were bulls.

I"d like to turn your attention to Table 1,
which is on Page 25, it shows the breakdown there of the
total harvest in relationship to the Federal harvest and
you see we have harvest listed from 1993 through the
99/ 2000 season. On the far right-hand colum it shows the
Federal harvest and the percentage of the total harvest of
whi ch the Federal harvest is. And you see nornmally it has
been four to six percent but starting in 1998 and then | ast
year, the Federal harvest becane a nuch | arger percentage
of the overall harvest. That's, of course, because the
Sat e harvest has declined and the Federal has increased
somewhat. So there is a larger -- | should say the Federa
harvest has becone a nore significant part of the overal
harvest of the Nel china Herd.
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W al so | ooked at the distribution of the
hunt and if you | ook on Page 26 under Table 2, you'll see
where that over the last three years, the Federal harvest,
65 percent of the Federal harvest has taken place during
this winter season, 35 percent has taken place during
August and Septenber. And as you know, subsistence hunters
prefer to hunt later in the year when snowrachi ne access is
avai | abl e and probably after the State's general season
hunters have -- the nunerous nunber of them have left the
field.

So | guess the effect of the proposal that
M. Crowson has presented would be that if we did elimnate
that wi nter season, 65 percent of the hunting opportunity
under the Federal programwould be elimnated. And if you
renove 65 percent of the hunting opportunity, that would
nmean about an average of 145 cows per year and with a
cow calf ratio of 20 cal ves per 100 cows, that woul d save
about 19 calves a year so it would be a total contribution
of about 166 caribou a year. Kind of a small contribution
but a contribution. But at the sane tinme, as | said, 65
percent of the hunting opportunity would be | ost to Federal
subsi st ence hunters.

Sone of the other things we've considered
in analyzing this proposal was to close Federal |ands to
non- subsi stence users and that woul d probably have very
little effect because there's only about two percent
Federal lands within Unit 13, so that would not even result
in a noticeable effect.

Anot her thing that could be done is to
reduce the Federal harvest to a one bull harvest like the
State has currently. That would be a possibility in the
future if the herd continues to decline. O another
possibility would be to close the Federal season early
after reaching a predeterm ned harvest quota and so that's
somet hing that could be considered in the future as well.

But our prelimnary conclusion with this
proposal nowis to nodify M. Crowson's proposal and
continue the winter hunt but nmake it a two bull only hunt,

so effectively elimnate the cow harvest -- the cow portion
of the harvest so nake the Federal subsistence hunt a two
bull limt and maintain the wi nter season.

One negative effect of that, though, would
be some expected snowrachi ne harassnment of caribou. About
two weeks ago during the Board of Ganme neetings we heard
quite a bit of testinony from fol ks around Paxson and ot her
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areas of snownmachi ne harassnent of w nter hunters | ooking
for a bull in a caribou herd after antlers have dropped and
the State has a bull only season right now as well. So
snowrachi ners woul d be novi ng around the herds | ooking for
the bull out of the herd and causing sone harassnent. So
that's a negative effect of a bull only season throughout
the winter.

But our prelimnary conclusion, as | said,
woul d be to nodify the proposal to nake it a bulls only,
two bull harvest and keep the wi nter season.

Thank you.
CHAI RVAN LOHSE: Any questions?

MR ELVSAAS. Wen you tal k about the two
caribou bulls, are you tal king about for the whol e season
or just for the winter season?

MR LaPLANT: M. Chairman, nenber El vsaas,
for the entire season. So two bulls for the entire season
Currently the season is two caribou and we reconmmrend t hat
it just be changed to two bulls.

MR ELVSAAS. But see during the fall
season, the cows are not pregnant at that point so at that
point it's also easier to find the bulls. But then in the
wi nter season if you had the bull only in the winter
season, wouldn't that be nore practicable so, you know, in
| ooking at the nunbers it's January, February and March
that the winter season is nore active. But they tal ked
about after the rut, only two caribou were taken. |
suspect they probably were cows. But you know, there's not
that nuch activity at that tinme in regards to the neat, but
the nmeat is very good after the first of the year.

So I'mthinking that the season needs to be

there. 1t's a subsistence hunt and the hunt is for neat
and that's apparently when they need the nmeat. They hunt
the nmeat at that point. | could not support shutting this

down |ike they say.

The other thing is when you | ook at the
nunbers, you're only talking -- this harvest of 5,000 --
4,000 -- 3,000 caribou and we're only tal kinng about 143
cows have been taken in that tine frame. W're not going
to rebuild a herd with just 143. What needs to be done is
nore on the State, the sport hunt and so forth has to do
nore to rebuild the herd.
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| was reading this over and thinking,
aren't we |looking at the wong end of this thing? You know
isthis really an effort to rebuilt a caribou herd or is it
an effort to shut down subsistence uses. And frankly,
woul d rather not change it at all. |If there is a problem
wi th snowrachi ners harassing a herd to find the bull which
| can see that to be very practicable, if you can only get
a bull, you're going to be sure you get one and the rest of
the caribou are being harassed in the snow, | think nore
danmage i s done that way.

You mentioned al so, 25 percent |oss of the
herd, is that through predators? Were the nornmal | oss was
10 percent prior and nowit's 25?

MR LaPLANT: M. Chairman. It's a
conbi nati on of predator effect on the herd as well as the
winter Kkill.

MR ELVSAAS. Wnter kill, yeah.

CHAI RVAN LOHSE: Is hunting included in
that, too?

MR LaPLANT: Yes, it is.

CHAI RVAN LOHSE: So that's all take of the
her d?

MR LaPLANT: All. Total nortality.

CHAI RVAN LOHSE: That's human predators,
ani mal predators and winter nortality?

MR LaPLANT: | believe so, yes.

CHAl RVAN LOHSE: Fred, | saw you had your
hand up?

MR JOHN: | think at the National Park
Conmi ssi on neeting we went through this whole thing and
don't think we changed it. Devi, did we change it?

M5. SHARP: You opposed it.
MR JOHN: Caribou instead of bull, uh?
M5. SHARP W opposed the proposal because

it dimnishes subsistence opportunities with little --
positive effect on the herd.
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MR JOHN: | kind of agree with Fred, |
don't believe that we should put the subsistence user on
restriction. | don't see, when the Federal land is so
limted, you know, and | have another question. That two
bull is -- if you have the fall hunt, you know, the
subsi stence user wouldn't like the bull then so they would
probably have to forego their subsistence hunt in the fal
and wait until the wintertine to wait for the bulls to be
okay. So I'd rather just leave it as it is, you know, two
cari bou, because | don't think it's going to affect the
cari bou that much fromwhat | see here.

CHAI RVAN LCHSE: Do we have a State
bi ol ogi st here to speak on this one?

M5. W LKINSON:  No.

CHAI RVAN LOHSE: Then I'll have to ask you
a question and maybe you can answer it but nmaybe you can't.
It was kind of interesting to ne that you said that the
State was concerned about snowrobil e harassnent right now
on the caribou herd by State hunters | ooking for a bul
because only the State hunters are required to have a bull
a subsi stence woul d take any cari bou we saw at this point
in time.

MR LaPLANT: Right. That was testinony
gi ven by the Paxson Advisory Conmttee.

CHAI RVAN LCHSE:  So in other words, the
State caribou season is still open right now?

MR LaPLANT: Correct. And it is a one
bull season, one bull harvest limt.

CHAl RVAN LOHSE: And yet, at the sane tine
we have a bull/cowratio of 25 to 100 i nstead of 40 to 100.

MR LaPLANT: Correct.

CHAI RVAN LOHSE: So we don't have surpl us
bull's, but there's a bulls only season open right now?

MR LaPLANT: Right. But the total herd
popul ation is down.

CHAI RVAN LOHSE:  Yeah.

MR LaPLANT: So it's to protect the
reproductive capabilities of the herd. 1It's to protect the
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1

2

3 CHAI RVAN LOHSE: The only thing | can see,
4 though, is if we have a calf ratio of 20 to 100 ad we'd

5 like to have 40 to 100 on calves, 40/45 to 100 and we have
6 a bull ratio of 25 to 100, the section of the popul ation

7 that nmust be in the best health is the cow popul ati on.

8
9

(Laught er)
11 CHAl RVAN LOHSE: Because the bull ratio's

12 down, the calf ratio' s down, so that nust nean that the cow
13 ratio is in the best shape.

14

15 MR LaPLANT: Rel atively speaking, yes.
16

17 CHAI RMAN LOHSE: Wl l, | nean.....

18

19 MR, LaPLANT: The whol e popul ation.....
20

21 CHAI RVAN LOHSE:  ..... t he whol e popul ation
22 is down but.....

23

24 MR LaPLANT: ..... is down.

25

26 CHAI RVAN LOHSE:  ..... t he segnent of the

27 population that's in the best shape is the cows.

29 MR LaPLANT: You could look at it that
30 way, yes. The State has reduced their season from 6, 000
31 permits the previous year to 2,000 and they've reduced it
32 to a bull only.

33

34 CHAI RVAN LOHSE:  Uh- huh.

35

36 MR LaPLANT: So that was the State's

37 efforts to help the herd recover. But, yes, your

38 assessnent is correct, | believe.

39

40 CHAI RVAN LOHSE: And their season extends
41 all the way through the winter then?

42

43 MR LaPLANT: Yes, last year they closed y

44 emergency order earlier but it's currently going on right
45 now.

47 CHAI RVAN LOHSE: Yeah. At what point --
48 they have 2,000 permts, at what point were they planning
49 on closing the season, do you know? What was the take

50 going to have to be to close the season?
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MR LaPLANT: | don't have that
information. | would -- well, | don't know.

CHAI RVAN LOHSE: Okay. Any ot her
questions? W don't have anybody from ADF&G do you have
their witten coments?

MR JENNINGS: M. Chair.

CHAl RVAN LOHSE: Oh, we do have sonebody
fromADF&G | could have asked himall those questions.
It's ADF&G s turn.

MR TOBEY: M. Chairnman. M nane is Bob
Tobey, I'mthe area biologist for Unit 13 and Unit 11 and
the one who is primarily responsible for making
reconmmendati ons on this herd.

Basi cal |l y the biggest concern we have is
with the cow harvest, not with the season. The reason we
had this is the herd is in decline and there really is not
much of a harvestabl e surplus. The anmount that you take
now wi || effect how | ow the herd goes and how fast it
recovers. For instance, | nodeled -- what we do is we get
our productivity data, nunber of calves, nunbers of bulls
and counts and we put it into a nodel and project a little
and it has been really close in projections with what we
find inthe field. And basically it you take a Federal
harvest of 200 cows, there's no State harvest of cows right
now and there won't be a State harvest of cows until the
herd starts recovering substantially. |If you take an
average of 200 cows a year, that's pretty close to what
you' ve been harvesting the |last couple of years and when
you add in there crippling | oss and sonme non-reported, 200
is a very reasonable figure, in six years the herd will be
roughly 2,000 caribou lower than it is right now with that
200 harvest a year

Basically we feel that when we're this | ow

and still declining, that we should do everything we can to
keep the decline as mninmal as possible. W only issued
2,000 permts. It's for bulls only. W have a harvest
quota of a 1,000 bulls and I'lIl energency close the season

when it gets to 1,000 bulls. W're only at 700 right now
and nost of the caribou are out of the unit so we don't
think we're going to get close to that.

The real reason for the decline is the herd
reached about 50,000 and we feel that there's a | ot of
evidence that it exceeded its range capacity. The body
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condition, we've been weighing femal e calves in he fall

the body condition of the fenal e cal ves declined. W' ve
been foll ow ng radi o-collared cows and t he nunber of cal ves
they produce in the spring has declined. This indicates
sone nutritional distress and that's the reason we wanted
the herd reduced to 35 to 40, 000.

Basically, the hunting | evel that we' ve
seen so far has really not been the Iimting factor the
| ast couple of years. |If you look at calf production it's
so low that we basically can account for a decline of about
5,000 animal s a year sinply based on the | ack of cal ves
produced conpared to what was produced in prior years.

W think that keeping the herd bel ow 40, 000
for a period of time may be what's needed to allow that
range to recover. And that's the reason for our objective
of 35 to 40, 000.

Conpl ete elimnation of cow harvest are not
necessary and, in fact, once the herd builds back up to
within 35 to 40,000 cow harvest will be necessary to keep
it there. But right now, until the predation gets under
control and until the productivity increases, we feel that
cow harvest will only nake the decline steeper and nake the
amount of time before the herd gets back to the nanagenent
obj ective longer. And our recommendati on would be to cut
back a couple of years, a year, two, three, depending on
what happens with the herd and then we could cone back in
harvesting at a higher |evel nuch sooner.

If you have any questions, | would be happy
to answer them

MR DEMENTI: Yes, this decline in the
herd, it seens |like over in Cantwell about 20 years ago
there was a | ot of caribou there, nore than that, maybe 30
years ago and then all at once there was nothing for about
15 years and then all at once they' re back in nunbers. |
think they do decline because there's not enough food there
and | think they migrate -- they mgrate sonewhere el se for
food. | nmean if they decline fromstarvation or sonething,
you' d see thousands of caribou out there. And can you tell
the percentage of mgration and the percentage of wolf
t akes, bear takes or whatever?

MR TOBEY: M. Chair. Yes, | think that
your observations are 100 percent correct. | think there's
two things that you pointed out that's going on. One is
t he changes in popul ation | evel that occur within the herd
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and the other thing is the use of the areas. For instance,
we have radio collars on caribou and we will see that for
sonme years they'll go in one particular place and feed
there and they' Il be there in pretty high nunbers for a
coupl e of years and then they won't go back there for

years. | think that has to do with |ocal feeding and they
depl ete the local food supply. But the thing about caribou
is they will eat -- just as you think they're in a habit

and they're going to go to the sane place in the wnter,
they don't, they go somepl ace el se.

However, what they have done over the past
50 years is calve in the sane spot and that's the area
where we're really concerned about the range use. W can
see a dramatic decline in the vegetation on the core
calving ground and that's the area that's essential for the
cows to get enough food so that they can feed their young.

As far as the nortality frompredators on
our -- the only way that we can tell that is the nortality
on our radio collars. And prior to about three or four
years ago, our nortality on cows was under 10 percent from
wol ves and bears. And |ast year it junped up to about 20
percent and a couple of years before that it was high, too.
So we know t hat predation has increased dramatically
because we al so know that wolf nunbers in Unit 13 has
increased dramatically. W keep counts on wol ves as best
we can and fromthe '80s, our wol ves, we probably had about
150 wolves in the spring, this last few years we've had up
to 350 wolves in the spring. So we've had over a doubling
of the wolves in the unit and they're taking a
substantially higher portion of the caribou.

CHAI RVAN LOHSE: Any ot her questions for
Bob? 1've got a couple questions. |Is the fact the calf
popul ation is done, one the |l ack of food on the cal ving
ground, does a lot of the predation also take place, not as
Wi nter predation but as spring predation during the calving
season?

MR TOBEY: M. Chair. Yes. In the late
1970s, early 1980s, until about early 1987, with | and and
shoot of wolves, the calving ground was virtually free of
wol ves, there was no predation to speak of on the cal ving
ground. The last few years there's been substantial packs
on the calving grounds. The other effect has been up until
about 1994 or '95, the caribou stayed on the cal ving
grounds a lot later, well, into the fall. They didn't nove
t hroughout the unit as nmuch and so they weren't subjected
to predation fromother packs. Since about 1995 to ' 96
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because of -- we feel because of reduced forage on the

cal ving grounds, the caribou have noved off of the calving
grounds early and they' ve spread out over the entire unit
and they' ve made thensel ves avail able to the nmaxi mum nunber
of wolf packs and we think that that's one of the reasons
that wol ves have done so well, that right at the tine they
were raising their pups and whel ping and the cari bou spread
out and becane an avail abl e source of nutrition.

So we' ve got predation throughout the year.
In Units 12 and 20 there are substantial nunber of wolf
packs that have been feeding on wolves [sic] over there --
feeding on caribou over here. And then when they nove back
into this unit, they face a very high wolf popul ation al so.

CHAI RVAN LOHSE: (Okay. So the two of those
conbi ned for the decline, that's what I'm-- what |'m
| ooking at is the nunber that you gave -- you said in siXx
years -- if we didn't take the 200 cow caribou, in six
years that makes an inpact of about 2,000 caribou on the
herd, so a one or two year closure has no inpact at all, |
nmean conparatively speaki ng when we start | ooking at
percentages? | nean it does have an inpact on individua
animals but it's not -- if you're going to get any effect
of a cow closure on the subsistence season, six years is
2,000 animals, so that's -- | mean a two year closure
doesn't have nuch of an effect.

In conparison to the two big probl ens,
which is lack of food and predation, the inpact of the 200
cows that are taken is relatively small, at |least -- unless
I"m m ssing sonething here. Because | can't see where a
one or two year closure is going to inpact the herd
positively enough that two years fromnow the situation
woul d be different, based on the closure of the cow season
What's going to have to change is there's either going to
have to be better food or |ess predation for that inpact to
even be felt. And then I"'mnot saying it's not going to
sl ow down recovery because anything sl ows down recovery but
if food continues to decline and predation continues to go
up, the inpact of six years of closure won't even be
noti ced.

Am | m ssing sonet hing?

MR TOBEY: M. Chair, basically the only
thing we can do anything about.....

CHAI RVAN LOHSE: R ght.
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MR TOBEY: ..... is the human harvest. And
when you take the cows, you're taking the productive units
out. And as you go down in time, it increases.

Now, we've addressed the nutrition aspect,
the herd is down bel ow t he managenent objective and it's at
a level that when it was this | ow before we felt that the
food supply was adequate, so - and you got to renenber it's
only been down this level for a couple of years so we fee
that at this level, we should see sonme recovery of the herd
-- of the range, so we've addressed that.

W haven't addressed the predation. W
have |iberal seasons and bag limts on wol ves, but w thout
-- given current harvest restrictions we cannot attain a
hi gh enough | evel of wolf harvest to bring that popul ation
down. However, there are other factors that are com ng
into play here and one of themis the dramatic decline in
noose nunbers in the unit. And the fact is it won't be too
| ong before we just won't have the prey base in Unit 13 to
support the nunber of wolves we currently have.

And if you want to -- | guess -- our
objective is to keep the caribou popul ation as high as
possi bl e by saving the reproductive units, i.e., the cows,

so that they can get above this predation | evel and
turnaround and stabilize. Because if you harvest cows --
say for instance if the predation rate increases, it wll
be a nore dramatic effect because you' re taking the
reproductive unit out. One year saving 200 cows, if | knew
in tw years that this herd was going to turn around, 200
cows probably wouldn't matter but we don't know that And
so, you know, you can get into this situation where you
say, well, one or tw years but if you end up down the road
and it is four or five or six years, then you are 2,000 or
nore cari bou | ower than you would be if you had cut back on
t he harvest.

CHAI RVAN LOHSE: Anynore questions for Bob?
Fred.

MR ELVSAAS: Well, it seens to ne that the
food on the range, as you just described, it seens to be
recovering sonewhat. There's less caribou eating the feed
so there's a chance for the range, especially the calving
ground to recover sonewhat. And the big problemhere is
the sane as el sewhere, it's the wolves. | think if the
wol ves are controlled -- if you' ve gone from 200 to 350,
that's a trenendous increase in wolves and produci ng nore
cari bou for wolf feed doesn't nake an awful | ot of sense to
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nme. | just have a hard tinme saying that we should restrict
subsi st ence uses because we need to feed wol ves, and, you
know, | know a | ot of people |ove these wolves; for the

life of me | can't understand why, but nonethel ess, it
seens the State should have a better wolf control program
And | know that's an argunment we can't resol ve.

| just can't see restricting the cows, the
140-sone cows that -- that's a safe nunber to use and yet
have these people |like the State hunters now riding through
the herds | ooking for a suitable bull and, you know, that's
going to cause the loss of cows when they start running in
the snow and cutting their legs and so forth on the crust
and what not. That happens with noose and all of the gane,
but to nme it doesn't -- | don't think we're gaining by
making this a bull only hunt. |IT seens to ne that if a
subsi stence hunter went out and got his caribou or two
cari bou, and went on hone, the herd is better off.

How about you caribou hunters, what do you
t hi nk?

CHAI RVAN LOHSE: That's a question that I'd
like to ask Bob, too, is currently we do have, you know, at
| east a concern about that problem has been expressed in
the State hunt. And while the one -- what's going to
happen if that applies to subsistence hunters, it's going
to be less effort, we all know that, because if you have to
go look for a bull, a lot of subsistence hunters aren't
going to bother to go out. But if subsistence hunters then
al so take part in | ooking through the herd for bulls only,
what ki nd of inpact does that have on calf survival if you
stress animals this tinme of the year?

MR TOBEY: Yeah, M. Chair, | think that
first of all, in sone instances, sone bulls are easier to
tell in the wintertinme because the pregnant cows tend to
keep their horns and the bulls lose their horns starting
the 20th of Cctober. You start getting into antler drop.
So a lot of the bulls have lost their horns and that aids
inidentifying. Certainly the State has regul ations
agai nst harassi ng and chasing, disturbing caribou, but this
is also a factor in your Federal hunt, any tinme you take a
snowrachi ne out, you can disturb a caribou, but, you know,
it isillegal to chase and harass and follow through Iike
that on all these hunts.

Quite frankly, we have nore concern over
recreational snowrachi ners than we do hunters. If you were
to | ook at the nunber people up in the Paxson area
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snowrachining, | think that you'll find that a very, very
small majority of those are subsistence hunters or State
hunters, it's also a subsistence hunt, by and large, the
peopl e up there running around are recreational

snowrachi ners and we have no control over themw th nethods
and neans and stuff |ike this. Recreational snowrachining
is just boomng and | think that's nore of a probl em of

di sturbing of animals than the hunter. Certainly the good
hunter who sees a caribou herd up there, he can get up on
himto tell, you know, if you can get close enough for a
shot, you can get close enough to tell what they are, and I
think the good subsi stence hunter can do that w thout
runni ng the herd.

CHAI RVAN LOHSE: | went up and | ooked at it
this weekend and it's all recreational snowrachi ners up
there. The one thing that | noticed and | was going to ask
you about, nost of the country where | saw noose tracks and
cari bou tracks had tinber and brush and gullies and an
awful lot of the country that | saw them runni ng
snowrachi nes on was open country, |akes, high hills, |ack
of brush and things |ike that. Do they run into nmany
animals in those kind of places or am| correct in ny
assunption that the nmajority of the aninmals have a tendency
to stay in the areas that a ngjority of the snowrachi ners
are not -- with their brand new fancy snowrachi nes, they
don't like to hit trees or brush.

MR TOBEY: M. Chair, the noose tend to be
attitudinal mgrators. As the snow increases they nove
down nore into the tinber and onto the river bottom so
there's less inpact with a |ot of those on the npose.

The caribou really vary in their habits.

Sone years, |'ve seen a |ot of caribou wi ntering above he
Denal i H ghway, especially around the Tangl es and
Thirteenmile H Il and places in there where they nove

around on those w ndbl own slopes to get at the lichens. So
the cari bou stand a much hi gher chance of being disturbed
by recreational snowrachi ners because that's also an area

that gets heavy -- you know out to the Tangles, gets heavy
recreational snowrachi ne use year-round -- year-round, from
the time they get the snow until it goes.

MR DEMENTI: You know t he caribou herd
here, Federal land is -- I'"'mlooking at the map on Page 23,
there's hardly any Federal |and here, nost of that is State
land. And there is quite a big area around Cantwel |,
that's where I'mfrom and ny personal feeling is | don't
want to elimnate winter hunt. | think we should just keep
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it as it is.

CHAI RVAN LOHSE: (Okay, do you have any
questions for Bob, Glbert?

MR, DEMENTI: No.

CHAI RVAN LOHSE: Ckay. Do you have
anything further you' d like to share with us, Bob?

MR TOBEY: Yes, M. Chair, like | said,
we're not -- the State doesn't really care about
elimnating the winter hunt, it's the cows that we're
interested in. | think there's one point | would like to
make here, is that, under the current harvest quota by the
State, the Federal harvest is going to junp to about a
third of the total caribou harvest so it's becom ng a much
| arger portion as the State really cuts back

And | think the other thing that you have
to keep in mnd is that although your Federal |and is not
extensive, you do have the migration corridor of the
cari bou herd between Sourdough and Paxson, and he potenti al
for -- with as many permts as you have out, the potentia
for some rather |arge cow harvests exists, whether they
have or haven't in the past, the potential exists. And if
hat herd was to go through there, which it has done in the
past, during the open season, the cow harvest could be
hi gher. And when you do crank in a nuch hi gher cow
harvest, it does have a dramatic effect on the extent of
the decline. So |ow cow harvests over a period of tine,
not so inportant, but some high cow harvest, even one or
two years or high cow harvest can inpact the rate of that
decline. So that's sonething that you should consider in
your del i berati ons.

CHAI RVAN LOHSE: Thank you. Public
t esti nony. Morris.

MR EWAN. | want to speak about hunting
cari bou because in fact a |lot of people go out there with
snomvachi nes and run them down and | don't speak in favor
of what -- the hunt for caribou and another thing that |
know i s that you guys talk about the predator. It seens
i ke you guys think the only predator around is wolf, but,
you know, | grew up and I went to school with two guides
here, up here in Gakona, Arly and Chuck MacMahonk, and they
keep me pretty well inforned about, you know, bears. You
know, there's an over popul ation of bears in that --
bet ween Nabesna and Paxson and Mentasta. So I'd like to
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see, you know, take out nore bears, too. Qherw se,
don't have anything nore to say on this subject.

Ckay, thank you.

CHAI RVAN LOHSE: Morris, | mssed our first
part. Wat did you say on the winter caribou hunt, did you
say you wanted to keep the winter caribou hunt or.....

MR EWAN: No, | don't speak in favor of
it.

CHAI RVAN LOHSE: You don't speak in favor
of the winter caribou hunt?

MR. EWAN. Because there's guys that cone
up here with snommachi nes and run t hem down.

CHAI RVAN LOHSE: (Okay. Fred.

MR ELVSAAS: Are you tal king about the
State hunt or the subsistence hunt?

MR EWAN: The State.

MR ELVSAAS: The State winter hunt?
MR EWAN:  Uh- huh.

MR ELVSAAS: Thanks.

CHAI RVAN LOHSE: Witten comments.

M5. WLKINSON: Ckay. M. Don Quorberg of
Delta Junction supports this proposal as a way to prevent
t aki ng of pregnant fenales.

The Upper Tanana Fortym |l e Fish and Gane
Advi sory Committee supports this proposal with an anendnent
as follows: Due to the Nelchina Caribou Herd decline, our
advi sory conmttee supports the provision to allow the
State and Federal Gane Departnents to correlate bag limt
and sex. W prefer a one bull caribou limt.

The Wangel |l -St. Elias SRC opposes the
proposal stating that it is not |likely to have a positive
affect on the herd but will have a negative affect on
subsi stence users since 65 percent of the caribou taken by
Federal subsistence users are taken between Cctober 21st
and March 31st.
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The Denali SRC opposes this proposal to say
| ocal residents of Cantwell have a very limted opportunity
to hunt in Unit 13 under the State Tier Il programdue to
the conplexities of the State system Local rura
subsi stence hunters would have a |imted biol ogical inpact
on the caribou population. There's a |limted anount of
Federal lands in Unit 13. The need to reduce non-
subsi stence hunters from Federal | ands before reducing
| ocal rural subsistence hunter's opportunity.

And that's all the witten comments.

CHAl RVAN LOHSE: Gkay. And we have no
other oral comments. | think Murrris is the only one that
put inonthis. Soit's tine for a notion on the table if
we Wi sh to consider this. The notion to accept Proposal 7,
at which point we can nodify it, change it, vote it down is
inorder. If | don't hear a motion it will die for |ack of
action.

MR ELVSAAS: What about the cari bou
hunters here.

MR JOHN. |If we don't vote on it it just
stays as it is, two caribou?

CHAI RVAN LOHSE: We can nodify it to that.
The proposal as witten is that the winter hunt woul d be --
let nme find it real quick. The proposal that's in front of
us is to shorten the season to August 10th, Septenber 30th,
two caribou. If we put the proposal on the table, we can
nodify it in any way we want. W can nodify it to include
the Cctober 21st through 31st, we could nodify it to one
caribou, to two caribou, to one bull, to two bulls to the
way it is right now W can put sonething on the record.
If we don't put it on the table, we can't put anything on
the record.

MR ELVSAAS: As | understand it, in the
proposal -- to keep the winter hunt but make it bulls only
t hrough t he whol e season, both fall and winter?

CHAI RVAN LOHSE: That's the Staff
reconmendat i on

MR. ELVSAAS. Yeah, okay.
CHAI RVAN LOHSE: W could put it on the

table and vote to leave it as it is right nowif that's the
-- which seens to be the consensus of the Council. O we
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could just take no action on it and then we haven't gone on
record as to what we feel should be done. So I'll leave it
up to the Council

MR DEMENTI: You nean we coul d nake a
recomrendation just to | eave the regulation as is?

CHAI RVAN LOHSE: If we put it on the table.
O | guess we could just nake the notion to | eave the
regulation as it is.

MR ELVSAAS: You should nove to the
pr oposal

M5. WLKINSON:  Yes.

CHAI RVAN LOHSE: Right, you have to nove
for the proposal.

MR JOHN. Ckay.

MR ELVSAAS: That's where | feel uneasy
about sone of these notions is when you want to vote
agai nst sonething and you make the notion. |In an ordinary
sense you are supposed to support your notion, but in this
case you don't have to, so you can nove to adopt the
proposal and then vote no.

CHAI RVAN LOHSE: | saw sonet hing at one of
the other Councils. | saw one of the other Councils when
sonmething like this canme up they noved to reject the
proposal as witten and nodify it and they nade that as
part of their notion and that way they could support it.
Now, |'ve always been under the inpression you have to nove
in the affirmati ve and vote it down.

MR JOHN:  Yeah.
MR ELVSAAS: Yeah.

CHAl RVAN LOHSE: But they noved in the
negative and | think Eastern Interior does that.

M5. WLKINSON: | don't know what Eastern
Interior does but | know the general practice is to make a
positive notion. And if you just nake a notion to accept
t he proposal.....

CHAI RVAN LOHSE: That puts it on the table.
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M5. WLKINSON: ..... that puts it on the
table. And then you can do whatever you want to with it
and if you decide to take no action you can do that once
you' ve had the notion on the table.

CHAI RVAN LOHSE:  Yeah.

M5. WLKINSON: And if you take no action,
it would be a good thing to state why you're taking no
action.

CHAI RVAN LOHSE: That way you get your
justification and your reasoning in front of the Board.

MR ELVSAAS. Yes, | think that's the
i mportant thing.

CHAI RVAN LOHSE: R ght.

MR ELVSAAS. W need to have sonething to
t he Board.

CHAI RVAN LOHSE: R ght.

MR JOHN: Ckay, |I'mgoing to nake the
Staff proposal -- I'mgoing to nake a notion to bring the

Staff proposal to the.....
CHAI RVAN LOHSE:  To the table?
MR JOHN.  ..... to the table.
CHAI RVAN LOHSE: Gkay. Mdtion's been nade

to bring the Staff proposal to the table, is there a
second?

MR ELVSAAS: Second.

CHAI RVAN LOHSE:  It's been noved and
seconded. kay, go ahead, Fred.

MR ELVSAAS: 1'd like to nake an anendnent
tothat, I'd like to change the two bull to two cari bou.

CHAI RVAN LOHSE: I n other words, you'd |ike
to leave it as it stands -- as it currently stands.

MR ELVSAAS: Yes.

CHAl RVAN LOHSE: Ckay. GCkay, do | hear a
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second to the anendnent ?
MR DEMENTI: Second.

CHAI RVAN LCHSE: It's been noved to anend
the Staff proposal to | eave the season as it currently is,
two cari bou by Federal registration permt only. It's been
noved and seconded. Di scussion.

MR JOHN: Questi on.

CHAI RMAN LOHSE: Question's been call ed.
Al in favor, signify by saying aye.

I N UNI SON: Aye.

MR JOHN:. Can we take a break?

CHAI RVAN LOHSE: No, we're not done with
the -- we have to finish the proposal and then we can take
a break.

MR JOHN. Ckay.

CHAl RVAN LOHSE: (Okay, then with the
amendnent, nay's signify by saying nay.

(No opposi ng vot es)

CHAl RVAN LOHSE: Mbtion carries. So our
proposal is now anended to leave it as it currently stands.
W need a discussion or question on the notion as anended.
Do | hear any discussion? Have we had the discussion?

(Laught er)

MR. DEMENTI: We've had enough

MR JOHN: Questi on.

CHAI RVAN LOHSE: (Okay. Question's been
called. Al in favor of the notion as anended, signify by
sayi ng aye.

I N UNI SON: Aye.

CHAI RVAN LOHSE: Opposed, signify by saying
nay.

(No opposi ng vot es)
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CHAI RVAN LOHSE: Mbtion carries.
Justification. The justification would be the sane as the
SRC s have, wouldn't it?

MR JOHN:  Yeah.
MR DEMENTI: Yes.

CHAI RVAN LCHSE: That we feel that the
i npact would be a reduction in opportunity -- wouldn't have
that big of an inpact on the herd. | have to go along with
Tobey, that if things would change and all of a sudden the
cari bou were accessible in the fall season, with the anount
of permts that we have out, we could have an inpact. At
that point intine it's time to nake sone changes.

Ckay, let's take a break.
(Of record)
(On record)

CHAl RVAN LOHSE: Ckay, we'll call this
neeting back to order. W're on Proposal 9. And this is
subm tted by Bob Stockwell, Cooper Landing for a positive
customary and traditional use determ nation for grouse and
ptarm gan for residents of Unit 7 and 15 in Units 7 and 15.
W' ve done a little tal king over the break and one of the
things that we've decided is that if Council menbers woul d
prefer to make a notion in the negative or a notion to
oppose sonet hing, instead of always having to make a notion
in the positive, that's totally acceptable. So we, as a
Council could switch to that if we'd like. In other words,
you can nmake a notion in the way that you would |like to go.
Does that sound acceptable to the rest of the Council?

MR ELVSAAS: In other words, | nobve not to
accept to Proposal 77

CHAI RVAN LOHSE:  You coul d nove t hat
way,yes. It's done in other Councils and it's acceptable
with the fact that we don't follow Robert's Rules of Order
strictly. That it's supposed to be for our conveni ence and
our understanding. And if that woul d nake peopl e nore
confortable, we could nake notions then in the way that we
would like to go instead of just noving blindly to accept

them |It's up to the rest of the Council. W could work
it either way. But if a person's nore confortable in
maki ng a notion in the negative we'll allow themto nake a

notion in the negative.
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MR ELVSAAS: Sounds good to ne if we can
do it.

MR JOHN:  Yeah.

CHAI RVAN LOHSE: W can do it. W have the
leeway to do it, if that's how this Council w shes to
operate. (kay, Proposal 9, which requests a positive and
customary traditional use determnation for grouse and
ptarm gan for residents of Unit 7 and 15 in Units 7 and 15.
Staff analysis, Staff presentation

M5. PETRIVELLI: Thank you, M. Chairnan
My nane is Pat Petrivelli and |I'mthe anthropol ogi st for
the Southcentral region. As you nentioned, Bill Stockwell
submtted this proposal of Cooper Landing. He originally
requested a customary and traditional use determ nation for
all species of grouse and ptarm gan for residents of Units
7 and Unit 15 in Unit 15, in addition to revisions in Unit
7 which woul d make the determ nati ons consistent for these
two units. The request would have provided for the
recognition of the inadvertent use of ruffed grouse in Unit
15 by residents of both 7 and 15. And M. Stockwell |ater
nodified his request Iimting it to just spruce grouse in
both units. Proposal 9(B) deals with the changes in
seasons and harvest limts.

The existing regul ations for grouse and
ptarmgan in Unit 7 has no determ nation so that neans that
all rural residents are eligible. And for Units 15, the
exi sting determ nation for grouse was just for spruce
grouse and it had a positive C&T for rural residents of 15
and for ptarmgan, for rural residents of 15 only. And for
ruffed grouse in Units 15 there was no Federal subsistence
priority.

In Unit 7 the public | ands are the Chugach
Nati onal Forest, the Kenai National WIdlife Refuge and
then the Kenai Fjords National Park, which is closed to
subsi stence uses, well, just the Park. And in Unit 15, the
Federal public lands includes the Kenai National Wldlife
Ref uge.

The original -- as | nentioned for 15, the
determ nations were changed just limted it in-- well, in
1997, to just the residents of 15. In 7, those
determ nations were retained fromthe State accept --
originally and then they were nodified to have -- well,
just to have rural resident -- well, no determ nations.
Wth the request now, what M. Stockwell was proposing is
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to have customary and traditional use determnations in 7
and 15 for the residents of Unit 7 ad 15 only.

W | ooked at -- we included the use --
| ooking at the use for Wittier, even though Wttier is in
Unit 6(D), just because they have used ptarm gan, grouse in
those units so that's what the proposal request |ooked at
and we used the data from ADF&G  So the conmunities that
we're | ooking at are the communities of Unit 7, which are
Cooper Landi ng, Crown Poi nt, Hope, Mdose Pass, Prinrose,
Seward and Whittier -- or Seward and then Whittier also,
which isn't located in Unit 7 but was a user of the
resource and was eligible under the no determ nation
previ ously.

The only AFD&G studi es that have been done
were for Cooper Landing, Hope and Whittier and they were
done in 1990. The Forest Service is currently doing a
study for Seward but those results will be available |ater.
What the studi es have shown is on Page 40, the table
showi ng the |l evel of grouse and ptarmi gan. Then there's a
map of Unit 7 and 15 just to show the | ocations of the
communities. But for Cooper Landing, well, for those three
communities that we do have data for, grouse has been used
by eight to 33 percent of these househol ds and ptarm gan
has occurred -- use of ptarm gan has occurred in 17 to 30
percent of the households during the study year.

In general ADF&G studies have shown that
gane basically plays an inportant role in | ocal subsistence
econom es. And what they -- while their househol d studies
don't show -- like it doesn't show specifically where
peopl e hunted it just shows that people do use grouse and
ptarm gan and gane birds as part of their subsistence
diets. On Page 42, it shows the total nunber of grouse and
ptarm gan used by those three conmunities and t hose nunbers
range from 88 grouse in Hope to 349 ptarmigan in Hope. So
those -- the birds traditionally were used for food,
clothing and decoration and now they're in the present day
communities are used for food. The pattern of use has been
generally year-round. The Fish and Gane study shows that
it occurs from August until Decenber in Cooper Landing and
Hope for grouse and ptarm gan is harvested Septenber
t hrough February. The nethods and neans used have been in
the past with bows and arrows, nets or snares and today
they're used with rifles, shotguns or bows. And of course
the area is just -- there's no -- it's generally near the
conmmunity. Ptarm gan or grouse neat is eaten fresh or
preserved by freezing. Then the pattern of use with
sharing, studies have shown that in many communities
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hunting small birds or animals is anong the first

subsi stence activities engaged in by young boys and so it's
generally an activity passed on to the younger generati ons.
Sharing, the tables on Page 44, Table 4, shows the percents
of sharing for the three conmunities. And then the | ast
factor, nunber 8, showing the different resources used in
the coomunities. W have data for Cooper Landing and
Whittier have about eight -- and average nunber of eight

di fferent kinds of resources used for subsistence and Hope
has nine different kinds of resources.

The prelimnary conclusion is that there
shoul d be a positive C&T for rural residents of 7 and 15
and residents of Whittier for Units 7, grouse and for Units
15 grouse, and then this is all spruce grouse, Units 7 and
15 and residents of Wiittier. And for Units 7 and 15,
ptarm gan, all species, the rural residents of Units 7 and
15 and residents of Wittier.

And that's -- there was, with discussion of
the ruffed grouse, it was such a recently introduced
speci es the past five years that that was |eft out, but
there was docunentation of the use of ptarm gan and spruce
grouse by the residents of those comunities.

CHAI RVAN LOHSE: Pat, can | ask you a
question?

MS. PETRI VELLI:  Uh- huh.

CHAI RVAN LOHSE: M understanding of this
is that this is actually a -- inaway thisis alimting
proposal ? This currently, grouse and ptarm gan are a C&T
for all rural residents, it's not a defined C&T so it's
open to all rural residents and this basically says that
rural residents of Units 7 and 15 have customary and
traditional in 7 and 15?

M5. PETRI VELLI: Yeah. It would be a
limting proposal for Unit 7.

CHAI RVAN LOHSE:  Not for 157

MS. PETRI VELLI: Unit 15 has been limted
since 1977.

CHAl RVAN LOHSE: (Okay, so Unit 15 is
already limted to residents of Unit 15 and 7?

M5. PETRIVELLI: No, just to Units -- Unit
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15 current customary and traditional use is only for
residents of Unit 15.

CHAI RVAN LOHSE: So it woul d be expandi ng

Unit 15.....

MS. PETRI VELLI: To 7.

CHAl RVAN LOHSE: ... .. to 7, and
limting.....

MS. PETRI VELLI: 7.

CHAl RVAN LOHSE: ... .. to residents of Unit
15 and 7.

MS. PETRI VELLI: Plus Whittier.
CHAl RVAN LOHSE: Plus Wittier.
MS. PETRI VELLI: Yeah.

CHAl RVAN LOHSE: Now, would Whittier al so
be in Unit 157

M5. PETRI VELLI: Yes.

CHAl RVAN LOHSE: (Ckay, any other questions
for Pat? This is your country, Fred.

MR ELVSAAS: |'mvery confused as to al
the various types of grouse. | hunt grouse. | hunt
pt ar m gan.

MS. PETRI VELLI:  Uh- huh.

MR ELVSAAS. W only have the one spruce
grouse. W don't have the others around.

MS. PETRI VELLI: Ckay.

MR ELVSAAS. And | don't know that anybody
in my area would know the difference if they saw a
different.....

M5. PETRIVELLI: Blue and sharp-tailed
grouse don't occur on the Kenai Peninsula at all. And what
happened with why they were included in Unit 7 was because
when the -- the State used to have a bl anket determ nation
for grouse and they had a whol e bunch of units and it just
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said grouse and it said, spruce, ruffed, sharp and bl ue-
tailed, and they were just all lunped together. And in
1997 the regul ations were cleaned up for Unit 15 with the
recognition that just spruce grouse occurred in 15, but
Unit 7 was left alone and so it was left with that big

bl anket determ nation. So we're kind of housecleaning it
down to what species occur. Ruffed grouse were introduced
in'95 to the Kenai Peninsula and in the State regul ati ons
book, it has a little picture of what is ruffed and what is
spruce.

CHAI RVAN LOHSE: So this proposal only
i ncl udes spruce, though, right?

M5. PETRIVELLI: It only includes -- well,
t he recomendati on only includes spruce.

CHAl RVAN LOHSE: The recommendati on.

M5. PETRIVELLI: He did ask for ruffed
grouse but after sone input fromthe biologist, it got
limted back to just spruce until the ruffed grouse
popul ati on expands somne nore.

MR ELVSAAS. Could you tell ne where they
were introduced, in the Seward area, Kenai, Sol dotna?

M5. PETRI VELLI: Dan LaPl ant renenbers.

CHAI RVAN LOHSE: Ckay.

MR LaPLANT: M. Chairman, | don't know
the specific locations but they were introduced on the
Kenai National WIdlife Refuge and they were rel eased,
actually over a three year period, '96, '97 and '98. |
think some of themwere released in the Cooper Landing area
and sone in the Sterling area.

MR ELVSAAS: Basically 15(A) and (B) then?
LaPLANT: 15(A).

ELVSAAS.  15(A).

2 2 3

LaPLANT: Both in 15(A).

MR ELVSAAS: That's -- you know, in ny
lifetime in Seldovia, we've only had one -- one grouse and
I"'mnot sure |'d be able to tell the di f f erence,
especially, you know, you see one in a tree and a grouse is



a grouse. And you see ptarmigan out on the field or in the
bushes and there they are.

MR, LaPLANT: South of Unit 15(A), that's
all that is on the Kenai Peninsula is spruce grouse.

CHAI RVAN LOHSE: Ckay, any ot her questions.
Al aska Departnent of Fish and Gane.

M5. WLKINSON:. The conments are deferred
pendi ng the review of the Staff anal ysis, however blue and
sharp-tail ed grouse are not present on the Kenai Peninsul a
and ruffed grouse were relocated there in the '90s. These
poi nts should be taken into account in the eight factor
anal ysis. That's the ADF&G comments.

| don't know how you want to do that, they
have -- ADF&G conmments for C&T portion and al so for subpart
D. But for the rest of the witten comments, they' re al
for the proposal.

CHAI RVAN LOHSE: What is subpart -- subpart
B you nean?

M5. WLKINSON: D, for ADF&G comments. The
Depart ment supports the Federal seasons and bag limts for
spruce grouse and ptarmi gan that are consistent with the
State seasons and bag limts and species -- excuse ne, for
these species in Units 7 and 15.

CHAI RVAN LOHSE: GCkay. So we're on the
first part, we're on portion A which is the C&T.

MS. WLKINSON:  Uh-huh

CHAl RVAN LOHSE: W have no witten
comment s.

M5. WLKINSON: Yes, we do.

CHAl RVAN LOHSE: W have witten comments,
okay.

M5. WLKINSON: The Cooper Landing Fish and
Gane Advi sory Conmmittee supports the proposal as nodified
in the draft Staff analysis for spruce grouse and ptarm gan
in Unit 7 and 15 only. It opposes customary and
traditional use determ nation for ruffed grouse in Unit 7
and 15 because they are not indigenous to the area, nor do
t hey support any open season on ruffed grouse.
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CHAl RVAN LOHSE: kay.
M5. WLKINSON: That's all

CHAI RVAN LCHSE: That's all the witten
comments. And we have no request for public coments. So
a notion to accept or -- a notion on this proposal
Proposal 9a, C&T determnation for Unit 7 and 15 in Units 7
and 15 is in order if we want to go any farther with this.

MR ELVSAAS: W're tal king about C&T at
this tine?

CHAI RVAN LOHSE:  This is C&T

MR ELVSAAS. Al right, I would nove to
approve the C&T.

CHAI RVAN LOHSE: Do | hear a second?
MR JOHN: | second it.

CHAI RVAN LOHSE:  It's been noved and
seconded to approve the C&T portion of this proposal. Ws
that as originally put in or as recommended by the Staff?

MR ELVSAAS: As reconmended by the Staff.

CHAI RVAN LOHSE: (Ckay, that |eaves out
ruf fed grouse then?

MR ELVSAAS. Right.
CHAl RVAN LOHSE: (Okay. Discussion.

MR ELVSAAS: M. Chairman, | got to tel
you | have no idea how many ruffed grouse there are in Unit
15, and I would feel very uneasy if the population was to
expand and people did take the grouse and all of a sudden
we have a violation because of a -- a species is introduced
into what is normally a customary and traditional hunt.

You' re hunting grouse, people have done it for centuries
and all of a sudden sonebody brings in a strange species
and says, wait a mnute, nowyou're in violation. The
peopl e that hunt grouse are doing it for food, not for fun.

And that part bothers me. | don't know the size of the
popul ati on and whether it will grow or not, even still |
will go with that proposal. W may have to address it at a

| ater date. Hopefully the Kenai Peninsula, Unit 15 will be
overrun with them
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(Laught er)

CHAI RVAN LOHSE: They' re good eating. Any
ot her comrents? | guess basically what you're sayi ng,
t hough, is the people of the Kenai Peninsula have used
grouse and ptarm gan for as far back as you can go. | go
along with what Pat said, it's usually the first gane
animal that all boys and girls take froma subsi stence
standpoint. And I know that nmy children took themwth
sonme of the same old primtive neans that are nentioned
back here, they threw rocks at them

MR ELVSAAS: Yes, that's what we did.

CHAIRVAN LOHSE: So | don't think we have
much di sagreenent as far as the grouse or the ptarm gan
havi ng been used by the people of Unit 15 and 7. Like |
said, it does |limt 15 and 7 to 15 and 7 for C&T and.....

MR ELVSAAS: And Wiittier.
CHAI RVAN LOHSE:  Uh?
MR ELVSAAS: And Wiittier.

CHAI RVAN LOHSE: And Wiittier, right. So
in other words the people who live there, which people
normal ly don't travel a long ways to get grouse, it's
sonet hing that you take in your back yard. So is there any
ot her di scussion on this proposal ?

MR JOHN. Call for the question.

CHAI RVAN LOHSE: The question's been call ed
for. Al in favor of the notion to accept the C&T
determnation as nodified by the Staff to include spruce
grouse and ptarm gan for residents of Units 7 and 15 and
Waittier in Units 7 and 15, signify by saying aye.

IN UNI SON: Aye.

CHAI RVAN LOHSE: Al opposed, signify by
sayi ng nay.

(No opposi ng vot es)

CHAI RVAN LCHSE: Mbdtion carries. Now, we
go onto Proposal 9b. The current regul ati on reads, 15 per
day, 30 in possession from August 10th through March 31st;
no open season on ruffed grouse; August 10th through March
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31st, 20 per day, 40 in possession for ptarm gan; rock
willow and white-tailed; and in 15, it's 20 per day, 40 in
possession. The proposed regul ati on would read August 10th
t hrough March 31st, 10 per day, 20 in possession for grouse
and ptarm gan woul d be 10 per day, 20 in possession. The
proponent clains that these reduced harvest limts although
still adequate to provide anple harvest opportunity for al
grouse and ptarm gan subsi stence users wll provide
adequat e protection froman increasing popul ati on of both
sport and subsi stence hunters.

So this is a proposal to cut the bag limts
from 15 per day, 30 in possession for grouse and 20 per
day, 40 in possession for ptarmgan to 10 per day, 20 in
possession for grouse and 10 per day and 20 in possession
of ptarm gan.

Pat. Ch, wong person. Dan.

MR, LaPLANT: Thank you, M. Chairman. As
you stated this a proposal that was submtted by Bill
St ockwel | of Cooper Landing, and for those who m ght want
to follow al ong here this analysis begins on Page 48 of the
book. And one other issue to point out in your sunmary is
that the proposal to change the seasons al so includes
| i beralizing the season for ptarmgan in Unit 15(C), the
wi nter portion of the season. Currently it is set at five
per day, 10 in possession, the winter portion of it. And
this proposal recommends that it be increased to 10 per
day, 20 in possession. The result would be all of Unit 7
and 15 woul d have a consi stent ptarm gan season.

Agai n, the proponent states that the
current regul ations are nore conplicated and they don't
provi de the necessary resource conservation.

Now, the current regul ations that we have
ri ght now under the Federal Subsistence program were
adopted from State regulations in 1990 and they' ve renai ned
pretty much the sane since with one significant change. In
1997, the Federal regul ations renoved references, as Pat
poi nted out already, references to blue grouse and sharp-
tailed grouse in Unit 15 and they also listed ruffed-
grouse as having no open season for the reasons stated.

And as | already said, ruffed grouse were just introduced
and were not considered to be a healthy population with a
har vest abl e sur pl us.

Actually the survey that was done on ruffed
grouse here nost recently last spring, they found, | think
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two drumm ng nmales present in Unit 15(A). So basically
what you can say about ruffed grouse on the Kenai Peninsul a
is there's still sone there but there's not a harvestable
popul ation at all.

What the Fish and Gane Department did in
establ i shing their seasons was they set up the harvest
limt of one ruffed grouse per day, two in possession.

Wth the logic being that if sonmebody did shoot a ruffed
grouse by m stake, they wouldn't be penalized for it. They
al so put a diagramof ruffed grouse and spruce grouse tail
feathers in the regulation book so that if soneone did
shoot one they would be able to | ook at the diagramand be
abl e to distinguish between a ruffed grouse and a spruce
grouse, know that they had taken a ruffed grouse and avoid
shooting any nore. So again, the possession -- the harvest
[imt and possession |[imt was one per day, two in
possessi on.

| guess that feature would also apply to
anyone hunting under the Federal subsistence rules if they
did shoot a ruffed grouse by m stake, they could claimthat
under the State regulation and be protected froma
vi ol ation.

State regul ati ons were changed for
ptarmgan in 1997. They were reduced fromthe previous 20
per day, 40 in possession and reduced it down to 20 in
possession, 10 per day, and they nmade that uniform
t hroughout Sout hcentral, all road systemunits, Units 7,
11, 13, 14, 15, and 16. And so that change was nade by the
State in 1997. 1In 1999, the State made changes to spruce
grouse -- well, that's when they permtted the ruffed
grouse bag imt also of that one per day, two in
possessi on, but they nmade those changes in 1999, they
reduced the spruce grouse down to 10 per day and 20 in
possessi on.

G ouse popul ati ons have been declining on
t he Kenai Peninsula probably for two major reasons. One is
habi tat | oss, spruce bark beetle infestation has renoved a
ot of the mature white spruce trees that spruce grouse
depend upon and, of course, there's nore hunting pressure,
at least, along the road system now for spruce grouse as a
result of higher human popul ation. Kenai National WIldlife
Ref uge conducted sone studies, population studies of spruce
grouse. Back in 1966 to 1970, they set up a transect al ong
the Swan Lake Road and during that tine period they
averaged .6 grouse per kiloneter, so that was sort of the
standard of conparison. Throughout the 1990s, they
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conducted the same surveys and they were finding .3 grouse
per kilometer, so a drastic reduction there, a reduction of
50 percent. Al ong the Swanson River Road, they were
finding .1 grouse per kiloneter. So again, significant
reduction in spruce grouse population. 1In the Skilak Loop
managenent area, where grouse hunting is restricted to bow
and arrow only, there's an indication that there's going to
be a ot less hunting pressure they're finding .7 grouse
per kilometer. So that popul ation has not seen the effects
-- which is probably not as heavy harvest as the other
areas of Unit 15(A) has.

So again, the reduction is probably due to
hunting pressure -- increased hunting pressure as well as
habi t at | oss.

The other thing I1'd Iike to point out is
that grouse are an inportant prey species for raptors and
for lynx, and we'll talk about our |ynx proposal here a
little bit later, but lynx rely on snowshoe hare
popul ati ons. Snowshoe hare popul ations fluctuate greatly.
As the snowshoe hare popul ati ons go down, the |lynx revert
to the harvesting of spruce grouse to nmaintain their
popul ations. So there's benefit of maintaining a healthy
grouse popul ation, not only for human consunpti on,
subsi stence uses, but also for nmaintaining | ynx popul ations
as wel I .

Now, we don't have any ptarm gan studies in
t he Kenai Peninsula but we do know that access has
i ncreased considerably to different areas. A lot nore use
of snowmrachi nes and ATVs so people are getting to ptarm gan
habitat nore easily now so there's probably quite a bit
nore pressure on ptarm gan popul ations. Back in 1997, the
Board of Gane neeting, there was quite a bit of testinony
about the drastic declines of ptarmgan in the Honer area
where people were getting into areas with ATVs and
snowrachi nes where they hadn't before and the popul ations
once -- once the population of ptarm gan declined during
their normal cyclic changes, they were not being able to
recover as fast because of that extra hunting pressure by
folks that are getting out into these areas with
snowrachi nes and ATVs.

But we have no harvest data at all for
grouse and ptarmgan in Units 7 and 15, so we're going
basi cal |y upon that survey of popul ati on of spruce grouse
and the fact that we know there's a | ot nore access to
areas now than there was before.
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The effect of the proposal would be to
provi de the needed reduction in harvest limts to provide
this conservation that's needed for both grouse and
ptarmgan. It aligns with the State regulations. | guess
the nost significant benefit of that is it provides |ess
confusion to hunters when there is consistent seasons and
bag limts between both Federal and State. And if both are
managi ng for the conservation of the species, alignnment has
that benefit of reducing the confusion

The proposal does increase the season in,
as | stated before, in 15(C), the winter season -- excuse
me, not the season, it increases the harvest limt. But
all the other aspects of this proposal decrease the harvest
limt.

The proponent had originally reconmended
that spruce grouse by identified and a harvest limt set
but we've provided himwith this draft analysis and he's
agreed that it probably isn't appropriate to have spruce

CHAI RVAN LOHSE:  You nean ruffed grouse?

MR LaPLANT: Excuse ne, | nean ruffed
grouse, yes. Thank you. It's not appropriate to have a
season for ruffed grouse so he's in agreenent with that.

So our prelimnary conclusion is to nodify
the original proposal to identify a no open season for
ruffed grouse and to renove all references to blue grouse
and sharp-tailed grouse in Unit 7 and we are al so
recomrendi ng that the Federal regulations add a di agram of
the tail of ruffed grouse and spruce grouse |ike the State
regul ati ons have, so that if someone does shoot a ruffed
grouse by mstake, they'|l|l at least by able to identify it
and know what they have and try to avoi d shooting any
addi ti onal ones.

So that is our prelimnary reconmrendati ons.
Thank you.

CHAI RVAN LOHSE: Any questions.
MR ELVSAAS. M. Chairnman.
CHAI RVAN LOHSE:  Fred.

MR ELVSAAS: Do you mind if | ask the
audi ence their preference on the nunbers? W've got a |ot
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of people fromuUnit 15 here.

CHAI RVAN LOHSE: Yeah, | don't see anything
-- | have sonme questions to ask him too, so if you want to
ask the audi ence, then.....

MR ELVSAAS: Well, no, | don't have any
questions for him sorry, thank you. But I wll have.....

CHAI RVAN LOHSE: That's nore than -- don't
run off. Now, this, we're tal king about on Federal | ands
right here, right?

MR LaPLANT: Correct, yes.

CHAIRVAN LOHSE: In Unit 15 and 17, that's
afairly.....

MR LaPLANT: 7.

CHAl RVAN LOHSE: ... .. limted anount of
land with a fairly limted amount of roads, isn't it?

MR LaPLANT: No. Units 15 and 7, Unit 15
is primarily the Kenai National WIldlife Refuge and a | arge
percentage of Unit 7 is the Chugach National Forest.

CHAI RVAN LOHSE:  Ckay.

MR LaPLANT: So the ngjority of these
units are Federal public |ands.

CHAl RVAN LOHSE: Now, how about the Skil ak
Loop thing, is that Federal or is that.....

MR LaPLANT: That is Federal | ands.

CHAI RVAN LOHSE: That's Federal. And you
said that that's bow and arrow only for grouse on there,
but does that apply to subsistence hunting al so?

MR LaPLANT: Yes -- no, | don't believe
that does apply for subsistence, it's a State regul ati on

CHAI RVAN LOHSE: So in other words, the

State hunter on Skilak Loop trail needs to use a bow and
arrow but a subsistence hunter can use a rifle, shot -- gun

MR LaPLANT: | believe that's correct,
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yes.

CHAI RVAN LOHSE: (Okay. You nentioned that
grouse are cyclic, and | can renenber reading a study by
the state of M nnesota which has a | ot higher popul ati on of
peopl e and they basically came down to the conclusion --
now, this is a nunber of years ago and nmaybe that's been
revi sed, but they basically came down to the concl usion
that hunting by humans had no effect on the cycle and that
it wasn't worthwhile trying to adjust the seasons to match
t he cycl es because when the grouse cycle went down, hunting
pressure took | ess birds and when the cycle cane back up
the birds cycl ed back whet her there was hunting pressure or

not. It's possible that that studies been refuted since
then but is it -- to ne, | |look at grouse and just |ike
your thing says, nost of the grouse are shot al ong gravel
roads in fall, sonme of them are shot al ong beaches and the
creek bottons, we know that, but they're shot where there's
gravel and occasionally sonebody out trapping will run into
sone in a tree, or out noose hunting will run into sonme in

atree, but the thing is they're nostly shot in very
accessi ble areas but they also live in the areas that are
not accessible so you' ve always got a buffer, you' ve got a
breedi ng buffer in the background. | nmean | look at |ike
our area out there, they' re hunted along the road corridor
but you got 30 miles in both directions on both sides of
the road corridor where they're not hunted. So no nmatter
how many you shoot off of the road, you still got your
breedi ng stock back in the hills. And | just was wondering
what your thoughts on that is?

MR LaPLANT: Well, | agree, that's --
that's certainly a factor to consider. | think that
probably the major influence here on the Kenai Peninsula is
the spruce bark beetle and the killing off of white spruce
trees.

CHAI RVAN LOHSE:  Uh- huh.

MR LaPLANT: | think we have an overall
habitat reduction. | think there is an inpact from harvest

on the roads as we can | ook at the difference between what
they're finding on the Skilak Loop Road as conpared to Swan
Lake Road, but that popul ation away fromthe road does cone
back in and fill in. But | think habitat |oss from spruce
bark beetle, fromthe studies that have been done on the
Kenai Refuge indicate that there is an overall reduction --
a high probability that there's an overall reduction in the
popul ation. And the nore the harvest is mnimzed, the
easier it is going to be to respond to that when it cycles
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around again. Probably not as inportant as the cycle
itself, but I think it has sonme effect.

CHAI RVAN LCHSE:  Wel |, wouldn't the hundred
or 200 year cycle on the tinber, that's part of the -- you
know, when you | ook at cycles, there's cycles within the
cycles, | don't know -- | know back when | was a kid I know
they figured grouse had Iike a seven year cycle and that's
ki nd of what we see out where we live, the grouse cycle
doesn't correspond with the rabbit cycle, the rabbit cycle
cones out pretty close to 10 years, the grouse cycle cones
out pretty close to seven years, SO you have a seven year
cycle. But you have both cycles override the predator
popul ati on, the hunting popul ati on and everything el se, but
at the same tinme you' ve got the cycle of the trees and we
know t hat, you know, in 100 years white spruce is either
going to get beetles or fire, one or the other, and so
that's just part of the environnmental cycle around them

| guess what |I'masking is if that kind of
stuff is going on, like with the trees, the taking of nore
or less grouse is not going to -- you can't keep the
popul ati on of grouse high when the habitat goes down. And
you can't keep the popul ation of grouse high by not
harvesting at the |ow part of the cycle because when the
cycl e cones back, grouse cone back. Now, if the habitat's
down, those cycles are going to be snaller. As the habitat
i nproves those cycl es get bigger

MR, LaPLANT: Sure.
CHAI RVAN LOHSE: They still crash down to

nothing. | mean when the cycle is low, |ast year you took
| ots of grouse, this year, the population -- |I'Il use our
road for an exanple. Last year, the population was -- if

you woul d have driven the road in the norning and you drove
a 10-mle stretch, you' d have seen 30 to 50 grouse in the
fall. This year you can drive the sane 10 mles worth of
road, they haven't been hunted, they haven't been shot off
but in that same 10 mles of road you' re going to see five
grouse. So the cycle affects the popul ati on of grouse on
the road nore than the hunting pressure does.

So | guess what I'masking is, froma
subsi st ence standpoi nt, what do we gain, other than
aligning it with the State season, the State bag limts, by
reducing the bag limt on grouse and ptarm gan, because if
the grouse and ptarm gan aren't there people aren't going
to take as many of themand if the cycle is there people
are going to take nore of them and do we actually affect
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M nnesota said it didn't and so they just left -- they just
left it to go through the | ow cycles and the high cycles
with a |l ot higher hunting pressure than we have here.

MR LaPLANT: Well, overall, | guess |I have
to agree. The cycle is nore dom nate than anything el se,
but the only harvest -- or excuse ne, the only managenent

tool we have in this area is adjusting the overall harvest.
And knowi ng that the population is going to go down, it's
going to naturally cycle down, reducing the harvest as it's
trying to rebound will allowit to rebound that nuch
faster, so that's a managenent influence that we can

i npl ement. There's nuch nore drastic reductions that coul d
be made, but | think the reduction that's been recomended
here is probably not that drastic. W're stil

recomrendi ng a 10 per day, 20 in possession limt. So that
reduces the possibility somewhat of the popul ati on being
hit real hard as it's trying to rebound and it will allow
it torebound a little bit faster. W don't have the
studies to back that up, no, we don't. It's just a
managenent philosophy. It's very simlar to managi ng a
caribou herd. As the caribou population fluctuates up and
down, nmanagi ng the harvest is one of the few tools we have
and by reducing the harvest when the population is low it
allows it to rebound it faster and try to mnimze the
val l eys and the hills in the population cycle and mai ntain
it as stable as possible. But there are factors going on
that we don't conpletely understand and that cyclic nature
of the popul ation continues on and we can't do nuch about
it.

CHAIRVAN LCHSE: | can see it with the
cari bou because of the size of the aninmal and the nore
vulnerability but it'd be |ike trying to -- to ne, to try
to even out the hills and the valley in the grouse and the
ptarm gan would be like trying to even out the hills and
the valleys in the snowshoe hare popul ation, and |'ve
wat ched that go fromtotal to high population to where you
wat ch them run down the road kick over on their back, kick
their feet in the air and die in front of you and next year
there aren't any of them And it doesn't 'matter whether
you shot any that year, whether you trapped any that year,
whet her you killed any that year, the next year there
aren't any of thembut 10 years from now, maybe the cycle
won't be as hi gh because that's dependent on environnenta
conditions and each cycle is going to be at a different
hei ght .

What |'mwondering is, is it worthwhile



trying to mcro-mnage sonething |ike grouse and rabbits?
You know, is it worthwhile to go through the effort of

|'i beralizing seasons and cl osi ng seasons now when the take
of both aninmals is going to be dependent on the popul ation
| evel of then? |If there's not very many grouse nobody's
going to go out and drive the road and | ook for grouse in
the norning and they're definitely not going to say, oh,
there's no grouse along the road so I'mgoing to hike five
m | es back in and get that breeding population that's
sitting five mles back in.

(Laught er)
CHAl RVAN LOHSE: Were if the cari bou were

five mles back in, half the state will go for it. So
that's what |I'm asking you about, it's a phil osophi cal
question, is it worthwhile even -- do you see any net gains

seven years from now when the cycle conmes back up if you
don't take them now?

MR, LaPLANT: To answer your question, |
guess, | could see sone mnimal gains, yes. | don't see
any drastic gains being made by doing this, but a mnim
gain is a gain. And, you know, there's nore drastic
nmeasures that could be taken, this is what was proposed by
M. Stockwell and this is what we -- the assessnent that we
made of it. But you can see it as a gain, but not a ngjor
gai n, no.

CHAI RVAN LOHSE: Any ot her questions?
Fred.

MR ELVSAAS: Do you know of many instances
wher e peopl e have faxed out on the limt, on the take?

MR LaPLANT: The only reference | have
there is that testinony that was given back in "97 to the
Board of Ganme where fol ks tal ked about naxim zing their
harvest in the Honmer area for ptarm gan when it was -- when
popul ati ons were healthy they pretty much had their way
with the ptarmgan in that area and the popul ati on crashed
pretty dramatically and was slow to recover.

But, no, the Departnent of Fish and Gane
and the Fish and Wldlife Service has not taken any steps
to actively nonitor the harvest of grouse so we don't have
any of that data.

MR ELVSAAS: Well, | have hunted them al
ny life and I have never gotten nore than four or five on
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an average. And | know in regards to Honer, you have to
renenber where the Homer airport is now was the great

wi ntering grounds for the nbose, ptarm gan and spruce hens,
it was all through that area there where now there are
subdi vi si ons and hones and they've noved the birds out up
onto the hillside and even there there's a big dispute over
| and ownershi ps and hunting rights and snowrachi nes up
there, there's lawsuits going on. And so they're noving
the habitat out of the area. And as a result, it's not
that there's a lack of ptarmigan, if you go up Caribou Lake
and Ptarm gan Head up on the Caribou Hlls, there's a | ot
of ptarmgan. | went back there last fall and we ran into
a lot of spruce hens in the dead spruce forest, which was
really surprising to us. And when you look into Unit 15
and Unit 15(A), there are mllions of new spruce trees
comng up. They're very small at this point but there's a
trenmendous anount of themand | think, you know, the
habitat will inprove now that the beetle has pretty well
done its thing.

But | just have a hard tine restricting --
I nmean if sonebody could get 40 ptarm gan or spruce hens or
-- well, at any tinme, they'd have to be a very successful
hunter. |'ve never been able to do it inny lifetime. |

just have m xed feelings about this limtation. And if you
could get that nany, obviously the population's very
healthy just like Ralph is talking about, the cycle is up
and I -- 1 just don't know. | nean in 15(C), you know, if
we hunt and | amnot certain, but |ike nost of the things
I"ve hunted, |I've never really paid a heck of a |ot of
attention to seasons and bag limts and |'ve never been
able to get the bag imt.

But | just have a hard tine putting a
restriction onit. There nust be a |ot better hunters than
me ar ound.

MR LaPLANT: Yeah, | would |ike to suggest
that if you don't agree to go along with the
recomrendati on, you m ght consider at |least nodifying it to
address the 15(C) winter season, which, as | currently
said, is only five per day, 10 in possession. You m ght
want to nodify it to increase that. Because we do have
sonme information from Ted Spraker from Fish and Gane on the
Kenai that the population of ptarmigan in the Caribou Hlls
is, as you said, pretty healthy, so there's no need to have
the harvest limt restricted in that area. But that would
be one thing to consider.

CHAI RVAN LOHSE: Any ot her questi ons.
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kay, | have one nore question. One of the things I
noticed in your report is something that's shown up in
other states, too, and that's pets, | nean the idea that as

you have people nove into an area, they also nove in with
their pets and house cats, in particular, are extrenely
efficient at catching and eating gane birds. And this is
an increasing problemdown on the Kenai Peninsula at this
point in tine.

MR LaPLANT: Yeah, again, we don't have
any data to support that but we're assumng that with the
increase in donestic animals in the area that that's
happening there just like it does in other parts of the
state and other parts of the country.

CHAI RVAN LOHSE:  Ckay.

MR ELVSAAS. W have eagles to control
t hat .

(Laught er)

CHAl RVAN LOHSE: Okay. Any ot her
questions? Wuld you like to.....

MR ELVSAAS. Yes. | would just like to
know -- all the guys fromUnit 15, do you have any probl em
with this proposal of restricting the taking of grouse and
ptarm gan from 20 a day down to 10? Basically cutting it
in half. Do you see any need for it, that's what I -- 1'd
kind of -- | can't support that concept unless | see sone
reason for it.

MR. BALDWN It appears to ne and ny

opinionis -- Allan Baldwin with the Kenaitze Tribe. In ny
opinion it sounds |ike and the termwas used, a nanagenent
tool, in ny opinion the Departnent is utilizing a tool
that's available to themsinply to use the tool. | agree

that | don't see any need to change the bag limt, the
possession limt. Populations fluctuate, cycles. And you
know, |I have a brand new car and | also have a set of tools
on the wall, | don't grab a tool and fix sonething that
isn'"t broke, and in ny opinion that's the case with the
ptarm gan and the grouse. The cycle isn't broke so why fix
-- try to use a tool to fix something that's not broke.

Thank you.

M5. VELLS: I'mjust sitting here thinking
about this, this is the State.....
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CHAI RVAN LOHSE: State your nane.

M5. WELLS: Susan Wells, Kenai. This is
the State that is wanting to i npose another restriction,

and |I'ma subsistence user and it's -- | mean ny nose is
going to bent out of shape if another restriction on ny
subsi st ence use happens. Wat happens if |, you know, run

out of salnmon this winter and nmust, you know, rely on
ptarm gan or spruce hen and then I'mfurther restricted at

what ny catch can be. Now, you know, again, |I'mnot a
sport hunter of these birds so | would object to further
restrictions of subsistence use. | have no concerns about

the people in our area abusing these gane birds. And as
was alluded to earlier, you know, ny son, at an early age
went out and one of his loves is to catch this bird and
barbecue it with barbecue sauce, but he's never gotten 10
at atime and in a whol e season or a whole year | don't
think he's taken over 20. | nean that would be a very | ong
stretch. So | would think that for our area another
restriction on subsistence use would be another thorn in
the crown, 1 think.

MR ELVSAAS: What | would like to do, M.
Chai rman. .. ..

CHAI RVAN LOHSE:  Fred.

MR ELVSAAS. . .... is to make a notion that
woul d keep the bag limts for 15(A) and (B) the same and
make 15(C) consistent with 15(A) and (B), so Unit 15 will
have the sane bag limts, 20 a day and 40 in possession.

CHAI RVAN LOHSE: Gkay. Wuld you like to
make that in a -- we still -- we've had the witten
comments, the oral comments, so yeah, you can put that
notion on the floor.

MR ELVSAAS. Ckay. | would nove that the
bag limts for grouse and ptarm gan for Units 15(A) and (B)
remain the sane and for 15(C) be consistent with 15(A) and
(B). In other words, increase the 15(C) bag limt.

CHAl RVAN LOHSE: Ckay. Do | hear a second?
MR JOHN: Second.
CHAI RVAN LOHSE: |It's been npved and

seconded that we support the current bag limts in 15(A)
and (B) and Unit 7, right?
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MR ELVSAAS: Yes, and 7.

CHAI RVAN LOHSE: And 7, and we support Unit
15(C) being increased to the sane bag limts as the rest of
Unit 15.

MR ELVSAAS: That's right.

CHAl RVAN LOHSE: (Okay. Discussion.

MR ELVSAAS: Al | can say is | live in
15(C) and | feel cheated.

(Laught er)

CHAI RVAN LOHSE: The only thing I'lIl say is
| have to -- | thought his illustration of not using a tool
unless it's necessary or has a positive gain, | have sone

friends who are al so auto nechanics and they get brand new
cars and they start working on themand they work on their
cars for the next 10 years and | don't touch ny car unless
it absolutely has to be worked on and at the end of 10
years, |'ve done a lot less working on ny car and ny car is
running a |l ot better than theirs is when they fooled with
it every tine they could turnaround, so | thought that was
a very good illustration you used right there.

Ckay. Any ot her discussion on the notion
in front of us.

MR, ELVSAAS. Question.

CHAI RVAN LOHSE: The question's been call ed
for. Al in favor signify by saying aye.

IN UNI SON: Aye.

CHAI RVAN LOHSE: Al opposed, signify by
sayi ng nay.

(No opposi ng vot es)

CHAI RVAN LOHSE: Mdtion carries. kay,
what tine do we got, we got quarter after 12:00, let's take
a break, tine to eat. Half the people m ssed breakfast
this norning because things weren't open and trying to find
a place. W need to give ourselves sone tine to go eat and
get back

MR JOHN: W have to go all the way to
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d ennal | en

CHAI RVAN LOHSE: W have to go to
A ennal | en?

MR JOHN. Could you tell them where the
cafe is?

(OFf record)
(On record)

CHAI RVAN LOHSE: Ckay, Ann would like to
make a short announcenent.

M5. WLKINSON:. Wiile we were at |unch
today, a nice young man cane and fixed the water situation
so the toilets are functioning, the water is running. |If
you feel a need to go into the kitchen and run water,
pl ease sure to leave the tap running a little so the pipe's
don't freeze up again.

The second thing is, if you have not signed
in, please do so and if you conme back tonorrow, please sign
in again so we'll know who was here. Thank you.

CHAI RVAN LOHSE: Thank you. Do you want to
nmention anything on this?

M5. WLKINSON: Ch, Tom Taube from Fi sh and
Gane brought a synopsis of the 2000 Chitina subdistrict
subsi stence fishery, there are sone copies on the back
table if you're interested. Thank you.

CHAI RVAN LOHSE: (Okay, with that, we'll
call this neeting of the Southcentral Regional Subsistence
Advi sory Council back in session. And we woul d begin on
WP01- 10 but that has been wi thdrawn so we're now on
Proposal 12 and 44, 12 and 44 are both on |ynx trapping.

It doesn't just affect our area it affects many areas and
it deals with I'ynx seasons. Do you want to take it from
t here.

MR, LaPLANT: Thank you, M. Chairman.
Before | begin 1'd like to make a correction to a statenent
I made this norning regarding the question on the Skil ak
Loop wildlife nmanagenent area, M. Elvsaas had asked if
Federal subsistence hunters could use arifle in that area
for hunting and ny answer was incorrect. The regul ations
in the beginning of Unit 15 state that that area is cl osed
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to taking of wildlife with the exception of taking grouse,
ptarm gan and hares with bow and arrow, so it's only open
to grouse, ptarm gan and hares with bow and arrow. That
applies to both subsistence and State season

MR ELVSAAS. The area itself is just a bow
and arrow area basically?

MR LaPLANT: Right. Wll, according to
the regul ations here, for just grouse, ptarm gan and hare.

MR ELVSAAS: Yeah.

CHAIRVAN LOHSE: It's a closed fire arm
ar ea.

MR LaPLANT: Cosed to fire arms, yes.
CHAI RVAN LOHSE: Ckay.

MR LaPLANT: Proposal 12 and 44 were
conbi ned for the purposes of presenting information to the
Regi onal Council. They both deal with | ynx harvest
seasons. Proposal 12 was submitted by the office of
Subsi st ence Managenent and the purpose of this proposal was
to nmake adjustnents in the |lynx season for Units 6, 7, 11,
13 and 15. And Proposal 44 was submtted by the Eastern
Interior Regional Council and it was to nmake adjustnents by
extending the lynx trapping season in Units 12 and 20(E).

Back in 1987, the Departnment adopted a |ynx
tracki ng harvest strategy to nmake adjustnents in the |ynx
season periodically -- to nake adjustnments each year as
harvest data becones avail able. And as you know, |ynx
popul ations are cyclic, they go up and down in about an 11
year cycle follow ng the hare cycle so it's necessary to
make adjustnents to the season in response to that cycle so
that the bottom of the cycle doesn't get too deep and it
takes | onger for the popul ation to recover.

Thi s harvest strategy, this |ynx tracking
harvest strategy has been recogni zed as an acceptabl e
nmet hod of managing | ynx by the Federal Subsistence Board
and adj ustnments have been made using this by the Federal
Subsi stence Board as well as the State system Usually
what happens is the data conmes in fromthe winter's harvest
in March and April and adjustnents can be nmade in tine for
the Federal Subsistence Board to address that in their My
neeting and the State is able to get it into their
regul ati ons before they go to press with theirs in June.



00071

OCO~NOUITRARWNE

What happened | ast year is the State
information didn't make it to our office in tine for the
Federal Subsistence Board to act so the State nade changes
based on the nost recent information and the Federal system
did not nake a simlar change. So we dealt with this in
speci al action, Special Action No. 7, that was approved by
t he Federal Subsistence Board in, | believe in August. And
the special action that we dealt with at that tine was to
reduce the harvest for lynx in Units 6, 7 and 15 so that
action has taken place and it went into effect for this
trapping -- or is currently in effect for this trapping
season. But because it was a special action it's only
effective for one year so to get that into the regul ations,
the annual regul ations we had to go through a proposal
process and this is the analysis of that proposal to allow
those regul ations to carry over.

At the sanme tine, we're reconmending in the
sanme proposal that the seasons be extended in Unit 11 and
13 because of lynx populations. And in Proposal 44 by the
Eastern Interior Regional Council is recomending that the
| ynx season by extended in Unit 12 and 20(E), so basically
that's what is contained in this proposal.

If I could bring your attention to the
tabl e on Page 64 of some of the |ynx harvest data on the
Kenai Peninsula, whichis Unit 7 and 15, you can see that
the season was closed in those units froma period of 1987
to 1996 and then Units 7 and 15(B) and (C) were opened in
1996 and then the whole area was opened in '97. As we see
fromthe harvest data, the population has pretty nuch
i ncreased and probably leveled off in "98 and '99. One
thing that we pay close attention to is the percent of
kittens in the harvest and that's at the bottomline on the
table. It shows that the percent of kittens, as the
popul ation increases, reached its peak in '97, the
per cent age was 28 percent of the harvest were kittens and
then it dropped back down to 21 percent and renmained at 21
percent in 1999.

The other thing we | ooked closely at in
this lynx harvest tracking strategy is the snowshoe hare
popul ation and if you look at Figure 1 at the top of Page
65 you can see where the |ynx popul ation on the Kena
Peni nsul a, particularly in the Kenai WIldlife Refuge
increased up to 1997 and then it started dropping off.

Last year they noticed a 30 percent decline in the snowshoe
hare popul ati on and this was an area where they were
nmeasuring what they considered to be the best snowshoe hare
habitat in one of the old burn areas.
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So there's two indicators that show t hat
the hare population is about to decline drastically in true
form | guess, with lynx populations. So the reduction
with the special action closed the season two weeks earlier
-- or excuse ne, it allowed the season to begin two weeks
|ater, so it shortened the season by two weeks and that's
what we're recomendi ng continue with this proposal.

If you | ook at Table 2 on Page 66, it shows
sone data there for Units 11 and 13. These units have
remai ned open for harvest and popul ati on has -- never did,
| guess, really bottomout, especially in Unit 13, harvest
remained at a low of 71 animals but rebounded back up to
wel | over 300 and the inportant point there to look at is
the percent of kittens and it's a real high percentage, up
to 40 percent, 35 percent and then it dropped down a bit to
26 percent.

So our recommendation here is based on | ast
year's data, to extend the lynx season in these two units
to provide additional opportunity because of the high
popul ati ons. Now, we kind of reserve the right to | ook at
the data that cones in at the end of March to see if our
recomrendation is ready to hold after we see what happened
with the trapping season this year, and according to the
information | just received today it |ooks like Unit 13
| ynx popul ati ons have dropped down farther so perhaps
i ncreasi ng the season as we're recommendi ng m ght not be
the best thing to do with the nore recent information. But
in this proposal, as witten right now, we're reconmendi ng
that it be extended.

If you | ook at the diagram on Page 67, data
fromUnits 12 and 20(E), we see that the popul ation, of
course, goes up and down over tinme as all |ynx popul ations
do. They were relatively high |ast year but the key factor
here is that there is large population of hare in the
Interior in those units and the percent of the kittens in

the harvest has remained high as well. So the biologists
in that area are recommendi ng that that season be extended
as well. | so | guess, basically the effect of this

proposal is to reduce seasons in areas where |ynx
popul ati ons are declining, that's in Units 6, 7 and 15 and
to increase trapping opportunities where |ynx popul ations
are increasing and that's in Units 11, 13, 12 and 20(E).

Subsi st ence | ynx seasons woul d becone
consistent with State's regulations with this proposal and
avoi d confusion by the trappers. Now, the reason, | guess,
| want to enphasi ze, when we tal k about consistency here
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with the State regul ations and we're not talking about

consi stency for the sake of consistency, we're talking
about consi stency because we're both managi ng and naki ng
reconmmendat i ons based on the sane data, the sane
informati on and where we can have seasons that are simlar
it reduces confusion and mnimzes the possibility of
Federal subsistence users getting pinched for violating the
rul es where they were confused about the rules. So we try
to nmake the regul ati ons as consi stent as possible as |ong
as it doesn't hinder the opportunity of Federal subsistence
users to do their necessary harvest.

The other thing that we're reconmending in
our prelimnary conclusion is that we adopt a statew de
policy that allows us to use a |lynx harvest strategy in
conjunction with the State in assessing the data each year
and maki ng the appropriate changes instead of going through
a special action giving that authority to the Ofice of
Subsi st ence Managenent, in sort of |ike an in-season
managenent authority. So we're recomrendi ng that the Board
provide that authority to the Ofice of Subsistence
Managenent .

So that's basically our analysis of the
i ssue.

CHAI RVAN LOHSE: Ckay. Then to synopsi ze
this, basically what it does is in Unit 6 and 7 it shortens
t he season by 15 days?

MR LaPLANT: 6, 7 and 15.

CHAI RVAN LOHSE: 6, 7 and 15 shortens the
season by 15 days. In Unit 11 and 13 it actually aligns it
with the season that the State had this year?

MR LaPLANT: Yes.

CHAI RMAN LOHSE: And in Units 12 and 20, it
takes the bag limt off -- well, wait a second, there was
no -- it puts a bag limt onit in 12 and 207?

MR LaPLANT: Well, first of all it extends
the season -- it allows it to begin the 1st of Novenber,
but it puts a bag limt onit for the Novenber part of the
harvest of five |ynx.

CHAI RVAN LOHSE: Ch, okay.
MR LaPLANT: And then it elimnates the
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bag limt starting in Decenber and then extends the season
to March 15t h.

CHAI RVAN LOHSE: Coul d you explain to ne
how t he proponent or whoever thinks that this -- howthis
woul d work? How you're going to go out and -- | nmean five
bag limt for Novenber 1 to Novenber 30th, and starting
Decenber 1st there's no bag imt? |If | was a trapper, |
just wouldn't bother to check nmy traps from about the 20th
through the 30th and then after that there's no limt,
nmean | can't see how you're going to -- that's a totally
unenforceable law. | mean that -- if you' ve got no limt
for -- if you've got alimt for one nonth and no limt the
next nmonth and this is a trapping regulation, there's no
way that that's going to be -- they don't have to check
themin, they don't have to be tagged during that nonth,
they get tagged at the end of the season and what you're
counting on is sonebody checking their traps on the 30th
and then start checking themagain on the 1st since they
stay within the bag Iimt; it won't work. | nean it's --
if you re going to have no |imt on Decenber 1st, you have
to have no limt on Novenber 1st. |If you're going to -- if
you feel |ike Novenber needs limting, then Novenber needs
cl osed because you can't -- if | go set ny line, | set 150
traps in Novenber, how do | keep fromgetting nore than
five lynx but I want them set on the 1st of Decenber, you
know.

To ne, as a trapper, | would say that
that's -- all that does is nmake -- it's going to penalize a
few honest people, it's going to nake a few ot her honest
peopl e di shonest because they're going to be tenpted to not
check the traps and it's going to give sonebody who wants

to be di shonest an advant age over everybody el se.

MR LaPLANT: M. Chairman, | totally agree
that it would be an enforcenent problemand, | guess,
unfortunately, this Proposal 44 and Proposal -- it was
conbi ned with the proposal that | worked on, Proposal 12,

so | don't have the detail ed know edge, the |ogic that went
behind this. This was submtted by the Eastern Interior
Regi onal Advi sory Counci |

CHAI RVAN LOHSE: So this is not a Staff
recomrendati on on the five |ynx and the Novenber 1.....

MR. LaPLANT: No, this cane from-- right,
it came fromthe Eastern Interior Regional Council and the
Staff recomendation was to go along with it but
unfortunately | don't have the information to know what
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their logic was for it.

CHAl RVAN LOHSE: Wwell, | personally
couldn't support it because |I just would not be able to --
that's a totally unenforceable action right there. But
anyhow -- but that's basically a synopsis of what this
proposal does. Do we have Fish and Gane conments on this
one?

M5. WLKINSON: Yes. The Departnent
supports the intent of this proposal which is to align the
Federal and State |ynx trapping seasons in Units 6, 7, 11,
13 and 15. However, the State |ynx trapping seasons in 6,
7 and 11 through 16 are reviewed annually and routinely
nodi fi ed by energency order.

The Departnent usually determnes by late
April or early May if season dates should be adjusted for
the upcom ng regul atory year. Adjustnents are then made by
enmer gency order and published in the trapping regul ations
bookl et. Consequently, action by the Federal Board nmay be
requi red each year to align State and Federal |ynx trapping
seasons if this proposal is adopted as witten. W
recomrend the Federal Subsistence Board considering
del egating its authority to Federal nanagers to revise the
season dates consistent with those established by the
Departnent in the spring.

MR LaPLANT: Well, as | said, M.
Chairman, we want to reserve the right to look at the data
when it cones in here in the next nonth to see if we m ght
want to nmake any additional adjustnments to this.

CHAl RVAN LOHSE: That data will be in
before the Board.....

MR LaPLANT: Right.

CHAl RVAN LOHSE: ... .. revi ews our
recomrendati ons on this proposal ?

MR LaPLANT: That's correct.

CHAI RVAN LCHSE: And the Board will take
that data into account when they nake a decision on this
proposal ?

MR LaPLANT: That's our plan, yes.

CHAI RVAN LOHSE: So any kind of decision we
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make on this proposal will be nore intent than it will be
-- | nean it will be an intent either to liberalize the
season or align it with the State season than it wll
actually be to say this is actually what we want because
they're going to nake that decision based on the data that
cones in.

MR LaPLANT: More current data, yes, |
woul d agree with that.

CHAI RVAN LOHSE: Do we have any witten
public conments, Ann?

M5. WLKINSON: Yes, we do. The Cooper
Landi ng Fish and Gane Advi sory Committee supports this
proposal to align Federal and State regul ati ons and
supports placing the |l ynx seasons into the ongoing
regul ati ons.

The Wangel | -St. Elias Subsistence Resource
Conmi ssi on supports this proposal on its biological nerits.
The Conmi ssion also noted that it does not agree that it's
al ways beneficia to align Federal and State seasons.

The Upper Tanana Fortym |l e Fish and Gane
Advi sory Committee al so supports this proposal. They
didn't offer any reasons.

And the Denali Conm ssion comented on
Proposal 12 and stated they support the prelimnary
concl usion of the analysis for the reasons stated in the
justification in the Staff analysis. And that's it.

CHAl RVAN LOHSE: (Okay. Do we have any oral
public conmrents on this one?

M5. W LKINSON:  No.

CHAI RVAN LOHSE: No. Having none, we'll go
onto Council deliberations, justifications,
recomrendations. A notion to put this on the table one way
or another is in order if it is so wi shed by the Council

MR ELVSAAS. M. Chairnman.
CHAI RVAN LOHSE:  Fred.
MR ELVSAAS. W spoke earlier about us

doing action to align with the State. | have to agree with
his statenent, | can't see that changing this -- having a
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season with a limt of five for 30 days and then a no limt
at mdnight of the last day, doesn't make any rationa
sense at all. But | guess I'mreal curious as to how nany
subsi stence people trap | ynx for subsistence purposes; is
there any data on that? Do you know of any?

CHAI RVAN LOHSE: | don't know of any data
fromthat standpoint, but |I think the trappi ng of
furbearers for sale by rural Al askans is considered a
subsi stence activity.

MR ELVSAAS. Ckay.

CHAI RVAN LOHSE: And in the Interior here,
I won't say that nost rural residents do but a high
percentage of rural residents to trap and do trap | ynx.

MR LaPLANT: M. Chairman, | would
specul ate that in the Interior, nost trappers are rural
residents.....

CHAI RVAN LOHSE: R ght.

MR LaPLANT: ..... and woul d qualify for
doing it. On the Kenai Peninsula in the past, that
probably didn't hold true but with the Kenai Peninsul a
being rural now that's probably true there as well. Most
trappers are eligible subsistence trappers.

CHAI RVAN LOHSE: And trapping is classed as
a subsi stence activity.....

MR LaPLANT: Yes.

CHAl RVAN LOHSE:  ..... if | remenber right
fromthe definition so -- even if the furs are sold.

MR ELVSAAS. Well, Proposal 12 is by the
O fice of Subsistence Managenent, Proposal 44 is by the
Eastern Interior Regional Advisory Council, and this is
nore of an activity in that area, | would have no probl em
supporting that, although | have to agree with you, M.
Chairman, that enforcenent, if there's going to be
enforcenment is a nightmare. | do think that if people are
trapping for lynx for subsistence purposes, and they have
the good fortune to catch nore than five in Novenber, they
should be entitled to that. That tells nme there's nore
| ynx around. You don't have good trappi ng when there's
very poor gane allocations out. And the other side of the
coin, totell you the truth, I prefer the snowshoe rabbits
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1 than | do the Iynx.

2

3 CHAI RVAN LOHSE: Lynx tastes better. Lynx
4 tastes a lot better.

5

6 MR ELVSAAS: But in any event, | have

7 mxed feelings on this. Wat do you think, Fred, | k now
8 you have a problemw th aligning with State regs?

9

10 CHAI RVAN LCHSE: Can | make a comment ?

11

12 MR ELVSAAS: Sure.

13

14 CHAI RVAN LCHSE: The one on 20 and 12, we
15 don't have to act on, that's fromEastern Interior, that
16 affects Eastern Interior. W're given the opportunity to
17 act on that one but we don't have to take action on 44. W
18 don't have to take action on 12, either, but it would be
19 totally within our past node of doing business to say that
20 that's an Eastern Interior one and we'll, you know, either
21 support or defer to their recommendation. So if you want
22 to nmake a notion just on 12 instead of on 12 and 44, you
23 can. If you want to make a notion on none of themyou can
24 And -- but | nmean we don't have to act on them as a bl ock.
25

26 Now, Fred, I'msorry, you were going to

27 make a conment ?

28

29 MR JOHN: No, | really didn't.

30

31 CHAl RVAN LOHSE: Gkay. And then as he

32 pointed out, the action we take may be of no effect.

33

34 MR ELVSAAS: Un-huh

35

36 MR JOHN:  Un- huh.

37

38 CHAI RVAN LCHSE: Because we can take action
39 to support this and if the data shows ot herw se they're

40 going to do otherw se anyhow. The only thing that we would
41 be showing is that we show that we support liberalizing the
42 season when there's an opportunity. We could nake the

43 notion that we support aligning the seasoning -- not

44 aligning but |ooking at the seasons every year to give

45 maxi mum opportunity, which would be the way -- if | was

46 going to put it, that's the way | would put it, or we could
47 just realize that nothing -- you know, that not nuch is

48 goi ng to happen whet her we take action on this or not.

49

50 Sol wll leave it up to the rest of the
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Council as to what they wish to do on this one.

MR ELVSAAS: Do you know, off hand, in the
past seasons of Decenber 1 through March, whatever it was,
wel |, through the end of February, were the nmgjority of the
|l ynx taken early or late or is it spread evenly? That's
the old regs, see. Because if we adopt the Eastern
Interior, we're |looking at 30 days prior to Decenber 1 and,
what, 15 days after March 28t h?

MR LaPLANT: Yeah, M. Chairman, |.....
MR ELVSAAS: O February 28th, excuse ne.

MR LaPLANT: ..... | don't have the
distribution of harvest data with ne here so I.....

MR ELVSAAS: Well, | was wondering, you
know, because the Eastern Interior thing, if you adopt it,
you' re adding 30 days nore to the season up front with a
limt of five and then no Iimt and then an extension of
two weeks on the tail end of this season. This is for Unit
12 and also for Unit 20(E).

MR LaPLANT: Right. The harvest -- the
season hasn't been opened in Novenber in those two
units.....

MR ELVSAAS:. Right.

MR LaPLANT: ..... in a few years so there
is no data, at least, in recent years as to what the
harvest, you know, was during that time period so |
couldn't speculate as to how nuch of a harvest woul d take
pl ace during that additional early nmonth or the | ate nonth.

CHAIRVAN LOHSE: I'mgoing to try to answer
that as close as | can.

MR LaPLANT: Ckay.

CHAI RVAN LOHSE:  You don't have to go very
far back in tine, Novenber 1 was the normal starting season
for Unit 12 and 20.

MR ELVSAAS. Ckay.

CHAI RVAN LCHSE: Novenber 10th was the
normal starting season in 10 and 13.
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MR ELVSAAS. Ckay.

CHAI RVAN LOHSE: And you don't have to go
-- | don't think you even have to go back five years for
t hat .

MR ELVSAAS. So they shortened it.

CHAI RVAN LOHSE: The season used to be
Novenber 10th t hrough March 31st for |ynx.

MR ELVSAAS: Uh- huh.

CHAI RVAN LCOHSE: And it's been shortened in
the fairly recent history. Speaking from experience from
the past fromny standpoint as a trapper, the percentage of
fur caught at the start of the season and a percentage of
the fur caught at the end of the season -- the first nonth
and the last nonth was worth nore than all of the mddle
nont hs.

MR ELVSAAS: Uh-huh
CHAI RVAN LOHSE: So in other words by

giving an earlier date on the season, you increase the --
fromny standpoi nt anyhow, you increase your opportunity

nore than just a percentage of tinme. | was talking to Bob
Tobey and he says in Unit 13 here their best nonths are
Decenber and January. So it doesn't -- obviously doesn't

work that way everywhere. But | know that when we had a
Novenber 10th through March 31st season, the Novenber
season and the March season was nmuch nore productive than
t he Decenber season and January season. So that's one
thing that they do by stretching it out that way.

The ot her thing that you do do by opening
it earlier, you d have a tendency to get nore non-prine
fur.

MR ELVSAAS: Uh-huh

CHAI RVAN LOHSE: And by keeping it open
| ater you have a tendency to get nore rubbed fur. So those
are two adverse effects that you have by extending the
season at both ends.

Wll, do | hear any notions?

MR ELVSAAS: Not from ne.
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CHAI RVAN LOHSE: Well, hearing no notion,
think we'll be taking no action on Proposals 12 and 44. At
this point we go onto Proposal 48. Pat is going to be
presenting this. This is on sheep. Sheep in Unit 11 and
if | understand this proposal correctly, what this does is
adds the residents of Chickal oon as customary and
traditional users of sheep in Unit 11; am| correct, Pat?

M5. PETRI VELLI: Yes.
CHAI RVAN LOHSE:  Ckay.

M5. PETRIVELLI: That was -- the origina
proposal as it was in the proposal book, that's what it
was. And then | talked with M. Braendel who submtted the
proposal and because he had not specified the exact
| ocations, and so then it got anended to | ooking -- doing
-- adding Chickaloon to Units 11 and 12 for sheep. So
that's what the proposal anal ysis covers.

CHAI RVAN LOHSE: So the analysis is for
Units 11 and 12 for Chi ckal oon?

M5. PETRIVELLI: Yeah, to add sheep.
CHAI RVAN LOHSE: Ckay.

M5. PETRI VELLI: To add Chickal oon as the
-- for a positive customary and traditional for sheep. So
Page 74 of the analysis has all the existing determnations
for Units 11 and 12 for sheep, and they're fairly specific
and for Units 11 it's divided into north of the Sanford
Ri ver and south or renmainder. The existing positive
customary and traditional determ nations are for Units 11,
north of the Sanford River, it's residents of Unit 12 and
the communities and areas of Chistochina, Chitina, Copper
Center, Dot Lake, Gakona, d ennallen, Heal ey Lake, Kenney
Lake, Mentasta Lake, Slana, MCarthy, South Wangell, South
Park, Tazlina, Tonsina, residents along the Nabesna Road
and residents along the McCarthy Road. And then for the
remai nder of the unit it's the sane but they added Chi sana
and residents along the Tok cutoff. And the people who
have a positive determnation for 12 are residents of Unit
12 and then the residents of Chistochina, Dot Lake, Heal ey
Lake, Mentasta Lake.

So for Chickaloon -- well, M. Braende
want ed to add Chickal oon to those lists of positive
customary and traditional use determ nations for sheep.
Chi ckal oon currently has customary and traditiona
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determnations for the followng uses in Unit 11, for

cari bou, noose, wolf, grouse and ptarmgan. In Unit 12,

Chi ckal oon has custonmary and traditional use determ nations
for noose and wolf. All of these determ nations were
retained fromthe State program

In Units 11 and 12, the Federal |ands are
with the Park Service and the USDA Forest Service and, of
course a mpjority of the Park Service and then in Units 12,
the Federal |ands are the Park Service and the Fish and
Wldlife Service, and again, the ngjority is the Nationa
Park Service and Wangell-St. Elias National Park. And
under the guidelines with the Park Service regul ations the
el i gi bl e subsi stence users in the Park are the residents of
the resident zone comunities and those who have 1344
permts besides having the positive customary and
tradi tional determ nation.

Chi ckal oon isn't a resident zone comunity
so if there was a positive customary and traditional use
determ nation, a Chickal oon resident would have to apply
for a 1344 use permt. Chickaloon's |ocated at the
boundaries of Units 13 and 14 and pretty nuch at the
boundari es of the Ahtna and the Dena'ina Athabascan
traditional territories. In the 1982 Copper R ver Basin
subsi st ence use study, ADF&G incl uded Chi ckal oon in that
study but then they didn't in the '87 study, the didn't
| ook at Chickaloon. So all of our data are from19 -- the
subsi stence use data are from 1982.

The Dena'ina residents of Chickal oon noved
to Point Possession and then it becanme predom nately Ahtna
fromthe Tyone Lake area that ended up in Chickal oon. |
think they both use the areas but is predom nately Ahtna
from Tyone Lake that are in Chickal oon now The State
descri ption of Chickal oon acknow edges two di stinct
popul ations, in that, they're both represented by -- well,
one represented by the Chickaloon Village Traditiona
Council and then the other group represented by the
Chi ckal oon Conmunity Counci |

In | ooking at the eight factors for a
customary and traditional use determnations, it shows that
sheep hunting has been an el enent of the subsistence use
for both the Dena'ina and Ahtna. And the continued hunting
of sheep has occurred with additional use of sheep -- well,
in the Copper River, provided by guided hunters and it's
docunent ed by ADF&G

The proposer, M. Braendel has stated that
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he used sheep yearly for the past 38 years and he's
reported that he's used sheep, fromone to three sheep
yearly, the majority of which, until recently, were
harvested by his clients.

The ADF&G househol d surveys use is on Page
78 and Chickal oon, it shows that 5. -- in 1982, 5.6 percent
of the househol ds used sheep. For the communities in Units
11 and 12, the percentages range from4.4 Northway to North
Wangel | Mountain communities, 100 percent of the
househol ds use sheep and conmunities al ong the Nabesna
Road, 83 percent use sheep.

Traditionally, the fall nonths of Septenber
and Cctober is when people used to hunt for sheep and now,
si nce statehood, sheep hunting occurs between Septenber
10t h and August 20th [sic].

As far as factor three and the patterns of
use, consisting of methods and neans, the other -- besides
t he ADF&G househol d studies, the source of data was the
harvest data base which shows just the permts taken and
nmet hods and nmeans and shows hi ghway vehicle as a neans of
access for Units 12 for the three sheep that were taken by
resi dents of Chickal oon. The proposer predom nately used
airplanes for access prior to the formati on of Wangell-St
Elias National Park which disqualified himas a candidate
for a 1344 use permt for the Park areas of Units 11 and
12. The traditional means of harvesting sheep involves a
drag-pol e snares set in stone fences, bow and arrows and
spears. And then sonetines comunal nethods were used.
Now peopl e use rifles.

In | ooking at the areas where peopl e hunt
noose [sic], there's a chart on Page 80 and it has all the
permts. It shows all the permts that were issued to the
resi dents of Chickal oon and 79 percent of themwere in the
13(A) and 14(A) for Units 12, 11 and -- well, 1.3 percent
of the permits were in Units 11 and 5.1 percent were in
Unit 12.

For the factors of handling sheep, the
tradi tional nethods of preserving sheep is drying in the
sun or snoking in thin strips. |In current ways of
preparing and preserving of storing sheep is drying,
canni ng, salting and freezing.

And then the handi ng down of know edge,
there is sonme docunentation of it in the Copper River
studies and M. Braendel in his application acknow edged
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that -- or told how he's passed on specialized know edge
and val ues associated with hunting and use of sheep.

And then the sharing part, the data
relating to sharing of sheep in Chickal oon wasn't avail abl e
but it showed that 100 percent of the househol ds used
subsi stence resources and 88.9 percent harvested resources,
so there is sharing. There's data to docunent sharing
occurring in Chickal oon.

And on Page 82, shows -- well, just the
overal | use of subsistence harvest for Chickal oon.
Predom nately noose is the maj or conponent of subsistence
uses followed by fish. And then sheep -- well, it was just
the 5.6 of househol ds agai n.

What this data has shown is that the

resi dents of Chickal oon do use sheep but they use -- oh,
and | -- there was a -- on Page 80 of the book there is a
par agr aph that says information fromthe Chickal oon
Traditional Council, if you could just disregard that whole
par agr aph because since M. Sinmons, he's here today, and
he's going to give testinony -- but he feels that he would

like to present a nore accurate context of the comments
relating to the statement. He thinks | may have not
provi ded an accurate context. But just to discuss.....

CHAI RMAN LOHSE: Who is that?
M5. PETRIVELLI: Steven Sinmons.
CHAI RVAN LOHSE: Steve Simmons, okay.

M5. PETRIVELLI: Yeah. So you need to X
out that paragraph. He contacted ne after the book was
made.

But what the data showed was that for the
community as a whole, the use of sheep by the conmunity of
Chi ckal oon occurs mainly in 13(A) and 14(A) and not in
Units 11 or 12, so the prelimnary conclusion was to oppose
t he proposal s because of the | evel of use in Units 11 and
12 is sporadic in conparison. And so for the whole
communi ty of Chickal oon, a customary and traditional use --
a positive customary and traditional use determnation for
t he whol e conmunity of Chickal oon is not warranted.

CHAI RVAN LOHSE: Any questions for Pat?
MR. DEMENTI: Yeah, did you say that



00085

Chi ckal oon residents were opposed to this proposal ?

M5. PETRIVELLI: Well, they were opposed
for the whole community of Chickal oon.

MR. DEMENTI: For the whole community,
okay.

M5. PETRIVELLI: Yeah. And they would |ike
to address -- you know, the idea of individual famlies
getting the individual 1344 -- but just for the conmunity
as a whole -- and | think that's what they had conveyed to
us but I think M. Simmons will testify and clarify that
poi nt .

CHAI RVAN LOHSE: Any ot her questions for
Pat? Do we have any Al aska Departnent of Fish and Gane
comment s?

M5. WLKINSON: Yes. The witten coment
is they defer pending review of the Staff anal ysis,
however, this proposal does not present information on the
eight factors that woul d support a positive C&T finding for
the community of Chickal oon

CHAl RVAN LOHSE: (Okay. Do we have ot her
witten conments?

M5. WLKINSON: | do. Chickal oon Village
did send in witten comrent but since there representative
is here, I'll let himspeak to that.

The Upper Tanana Fortym |l e Fish and Gane
Advi sory Commi ttee supports this proposal.

The Wangel | -St. Elias Subsistence Resource
Conmi ssi on opposes this proposal based on the testinony of
the village of Chickal oon representative that the proponent
does not have kinship ties in Unit 12 or long history with
the village and is not, therefore, an appropriate person to
request customary and traditional use determ nation for the
vi | | age.

And that's all the comments | have on that
one.

CHAI RVAN LOHSE: Ckay. And we have sone
oral public comments. WIson Justin. There he is hiding
in the back.
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MR JUSTIN. Good afternoon. Thanks for
the opportunity to testify. M nanme is WIlson Justin. |
was born at Nabesna. M/ famly resides on the Nabesna Road
in Chistochina. Fred, Jr., is first cousin to nme. And
nearly every Native in the community from Chi stochina north
is arelative or in sone way related to the famly.

I am here today on behal f of Chista Triba
Council, which is a traditional governing body for
Chi stochina and I work for a health environnenta
educational consortiumthat represents the villages in our
regi on, Mentasta and Chistochina. And the essence of the
matter is we are flat opposed to this neasure that's being
proposed. In our estimation there is no particular reason
to entertain the proposal. There are no historical ties to
the particular famly that is requesting the proposal.
There are no kinship ties. And to be fair in the matter,
I"d like to rem nd the resources council that over the
years, ever since the National Park came into being | have
testified continuously on behalf of Northway and Tetlin and
a nunber of the other villages in those areas that they
are, in fact, by kinship ties resident zone comunities and
it was a very difficult undertaking to get that recognized
as a historical fact.

Just for the record I would like to point
out sone of the nanmes that are in our region that are tied
to the other villages. M father was known as A d John of
Nabesna, properly called Nabesna John or (In Native) John.
Al'l historical records say that his half brother or in sone
cases his first cousin was Chief Walter Northway of
Nort hway. All the Al berts from Northway, Oscar and Ben
Al berts cane out of two areas Batzul netas and Nabesna. The
Sans out of Northway are related to the Al berts and Johns
out of Nabesna. As a matter of fact, for historical
pur poses and for the purpose that we speak of in terns of
ki nship ties, you cannot tell the difference between a
Nort hway | ndian and a Nabesna Indian. We have the sane
| anguage, we have the sanme grounds, we ran the sanme area
and the only reason why there was a Northway was because of
the airfield that came into being in 1940, | believe, down
there. That attracted people there to work. You can say
this about Batzulnetas. Dot Lake is a sister community of
Mentasta. There are a nunber of people who have noved to
Dot Lake who were born in Batzul netas and a nunber of
peopl e who now reside in the Mentasta area who al so cone
from Sl usl oda.

The point that I"'mmaking is that in that
particular area that we're tal king about, Unit 11 and Unit
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12, every single indigenous conmunity there has ties to

ot her communities in the northern region including Heal ey
Lake, including Dot Lake, including Tetlin. As a matter of
fact, Charles David, Sr., who was married into Tetlin, his
grandnot her is from Nabesna, ny village.

Over the years it's been extraordinarily
difficult to bring resident zone comunity designation to
these villages. I1'mnot sure if all of them have gotten
the designation yet in spite of the unbelievable close
historical ties. But we can entertain a proposal now from
Chickaloon froma famly that really can't prove any ties
and | think that's very wong. | think the proposal is
flat out against the interest of subsistence use and | ama
subsi stence users of that particular locality.

My famly used to hunt that Unit 11 from
Mle 29 Nabesna Road but it takes a lot of effort to get
across Tanada and Copper Lake and over to that locality
towards Drop Creek, it takes about a day and a hal f of
horseback riding and it takes at |least three days if you're
going to go on foot. And the reason why we quit using that
locality and the reason why Chistochina quit using Unit 11
for sheep is very sinple, they were run out from pressure
frombig gane hunting operations. And when | say, run out,
that's exactly what | nmean. They were sinply run off these
areas because these big gane guides, and | have very good
experiences in the big game guiding industry. | guided for
16 seasons, ny brother Calvin guided for 21 seasons, all of
ny cousins have guided at |least 16 to 18 seasons and we are
second generation guides. W know all about the comercia
guiding interests of this particular locality and there is
very little that can be told to us about who is using what
in this area.

And | know |'ve been given a |lot nore tine
than usual for this testinony to say a sinple no to the
proposal, but | thought sonme of the historical background
woul d be of benefit to this particular Council. And I'm
al nost certain that if you were to ask Mentasta, they would
be opposed, but right now | am speaking for Chista Triba
Counci | .

And | do thank you for the opportunity to
speak in opposition to this proposal and if | could, I'd
like to throwin alittle conplinent, not to win you over,
of course, because a lot of things that you do | disagree
W t h.

(Laught er)



00088

OCO~NOUITRARWNE

MR JUSTIN. But | would like to nmention
that between 1987, when | started testifying seriously
before the various boards in terns of subsistence use, and
1990, '91, '92 when | was Ahtna to today, there's been an
enornous sense of growmh in terns of not only the expertise
necessary to deal w th subsistence issues, but also | was
listening to the cooments this norning and | was very
i npressed with the one that the Chairnman nade about m cro-

managenent of particular gane resources like grouse. |'m
very happy to hear that because that is what we have been
saying all along. Subsistence is opportunistic. It

happens as opportunity delivers it. You can't manage

subsi stence in terns of subsistence use, you can only
manage subsi stence use in ternms of sports and conmerci al
interests. And we want, the village that | represent wants
that brought up at every concei vabl e opportunity and that's
why | continue to bring it up.

But as far as yourselves are concerned, |'m
very pleased to have heard what | have heard this norning.
It's a markedly different attitude and | evel of know edge
that |'ve seen over the years and | congratul ate on that.

Thank you.

CHAI RVAN LOHSE: Any questions for WIson?

MR ELVSAAS. He said it all.

MR JUSTIN  Thank you.

CHAI RVAN LOHSE: Thank you. Steve Simmons.

MR SIMMONS: Good afternoon. My nane is
Steve Simmons. | represent Chickaloon Village Traditiona
Council, Tribal Government. And I'd like to thank M.
Justin for doing nost of ny work for ne.

(Laught er)

MR SIMMONS: It was very well said and

thank you for it, it's a difficult task. 1 just wanted to
approach you today to further clarify the distinction
bet ween the residents -- or the conmunity of Chickal oon and

Chi ckal oon vill age, okay. Since the coal mning and gol d
activities in the early 1900s the actual village has been
di sbursed. Very few village residents live in Chickal oon,
so nost of the conmmunity is made up of non-Natives and a
few of the famly in the village of Chickal oon does have
ancestral and famly ties to this area. I1t's hard to keep
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those two designations separate. | tried very hard in ny
correspondence but the summary ki nd of washed it down and
made it appear a little bit different than what | was
trying to say.

Chi ckal oon village is very thankful that
Pat Petrivelli and National Park Service has contacted us
to gather our input and we | ook forward to working wth
themin the future on Federal subsistence issues. So |I'm
here today just to basically say we definitely oppose this
proposal because M. Braendel does not have any famly ties
to Chickal oon village or ancestral ties to people in this
ar ea.

And to include the residents of Chickal oon
the community there -- that community woul d adversely
affect the people in this region and hurt the resource.

I am a nenber of the Matanuska Valley Advisory Conmittee
and every neeting we have |'m astonished to continually
find out that no matter what we're tal king about, these
species are in drastic decline. The populations are in
serious trouble. So I'd hate to see a customary and
traditional use determ nation be nade that doesn't actually
fit into the definition of customary and traditional use,
okay.

That's about all | have to say.

CHAI RVAN LOHSE: Any questions for Steve?

MR SI MMONS: Thank you.

CHAI RVAN LOHSE: Thank you. So basically
what you said is that the village of Chickal oon, as a
village, is opposed to this proposal, right?

MR SIMMONS: That's correct.

CHAI RVAN LOHSE: Thank you.

MR SI MMONS: Because there are certain
menbers of the famly that would like to go for a C&T but
it would be probably an individual basis.

CHAI RVAN LOHSE: They are available.....

MR SIMMONS: A 1344.....

CHAI RVAN LCHSE: | nean there are famlies
there that probably have the ability to go on an individua
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1 basis

% MR SIMMONS: That's correct.

g CHAI RVAN LOHSE: Ckay.

g MR SI MMONS: Thank you.

g CHAI RVAN LOHSE: Gkay. At this point in

10 time, it's up to the wishes of the Council. A notion can
11 be nmade to accept or reject this proposal or any other

12 nodification that you wish to put onit. Do | hear a

13 notion?

14

15 MR JOHN: | nake a notion to reject this
16 proposal.

17

18 CHAI RVAN LCHSE: It's been noved that we
19 reject Proposal 48.

20

21 MR DEMENTI: Second.

22

23 CHAI RVAN LCHSE: It's been seconded.

24

25 MR ELVSAAS. Do you need a second?

26

27 CHAl RVAN LCHSE: We have a second.

28

29 MR ELVSAAS:. (ay.

30

31 CHAI RVAN LOHSE: G I bert seconded it.

32 Di scussi on.

33

34 MR ELVSAAS: | feel that this is one that
35 we can't just pass over, | think that we should nake a

36 recommendation to the Board and as | understand it, if we
37 vote yes, we're voting to reject the proposal; is that

38 right?

39

40 CHAI RVAN LOHSE: Roger. Any ot her

41 di scussion?

42

43 MR, ELVSAAS. CQuestion.

44

45 CHAI RVAN LOHSE: The question's been call ed
46 for. Al in favor of the notion, not the proposal, but of
47 the notion, signify by saying aye.

48

49 N UNIl SO\ Aye.
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CHAI RVAN LOHSE: Al opposed signify by
sayi ng nay.

(No opposi ng vot es)

CHAl RVAN LOHSE: Mbtion carries. Ckay, at
this point we go onto Proposal 49. Proposal 49 is to
establish and revise C&T determ nations to include
residents of the Kenai Peninsula in Units 7, 9, 15 and 16.
And basically what it does is it includes rural residents
of Unit 15. Pat.

M5. PETRIVELLI: Yes, yes, this is mne.
Thank you, M. Chairman. As you stated, Proposal 49 was
subm tted by the Kenaitze Indian Tribe, requesting a
positive customary and traditional use determ nation for
residents of Unit 15 for noose and caribou in 7, 9, 15 and
16. After contacting them!| clarified that the Unit 9
portion would be 9(A) and (B) of Unit 9 rather than the
entire unit. So that's what the analysis |ooked at. And
the map of the affected area is on Page 91. For the
Federal lands in those units, in Units 7, the Federal |ands
are the Chugach National Forest and the Kenai Fjords
Nati onal Park which, of course, the Kenai Fjords Nationa
Park has no subsi stence use and then sone of the Kena
National Wldlife Refuge. In Units 15 -- or in Unit 15,
the Federal |ands are those of the Kenai National WIldlife
Refuge and a snall portion of the National Park Service
| ands and Forest Service |ands. Federal lands in Units
9(A) and 9(B) are those of the Lake O ark National Park
Reserve and the Al aska Maritinme National WIldlife Refuge
and BLMlands. 1In Unit 16, Federal |ands are those of BLM
and then the National Park Service |ands which are those in
Lake C ark National Park and Preserve and Denali Nationa
Park and Preserve.

For Units 7 and 15, the existing State
customary and traditional use determ nations were retained
by the Federal Subsistence Board until 1995, when there was
an extensive review of the Kenai Peninsula. But the State,
bef ore on the Kenai Peninsula, had only recognized the non-
road connected comunities of Nanwal ek, Port G aham and
Sel dovi a as having various customary and traditional uses.
The Federal programrecogni zed other areas of the
Peni nsul a, such as N nil chi k, Cooper Landing and Hope and
then | ast May, the entire Kenai Peninsula was recogni zed as
rural so therefore becane eligible for customary and
traditional use determ nations.

As far as for noose in Unit 7, the existing
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determnations are for -- are on Page 89 but it has the
resi dents of Chenega Bay and Tatitlek for the portion of
Unit 7 draining into King's Bay and the renai nder of Unit
7, there is no Federal subsistence priority for noose. In
Unit 7 for caribou there's no Federal subsistence priority
ei t her.

And then in Unit 15 for noose, there's
residents of Ninlichik, Nanwal ek, Port G aham and Sel dovi a
and for caribou in Unit 15 there's no determ nation so all
rural residents are eligible.

For Units 9(A) and (B) for noose, the
residents of 9(A), 9(B), 9(C and 9(E) have a customary and
traditional use determnation. And for caribou, the
residents of Units 9(B), 9(C) and Unit 17 have a
determ nation for caribou. For 16 there's -- 16(A),
there's no Federal subsistence priority and for 16(B),
residents of Unit 16(B). And for Unit 16, for cari bou,
there's no determ nation again so all rural residents are
el i gi bl e.

The Iist of comunities are on Page 94, and

what | | ooked at was for residents of Unit 15 and Unit 7
because they woul d be affected by changi ng the
determnation for -- particularly for caribou to all rura
residents to just Units 15, so the communities | |ooked at

for a positive customary and traditional use are those in
Units 15 and Unit 7 that woul d be added. And I think that
cane to 30 conmmunities. |'mpretty sure there's 30
communities in those two units -- or an additional 30
conmmuni ti es.

The subsi stence househol d data that was
avai l able is on Page 95. In 10 of -- or 12 -- 12
conmuni ti es had subsi stence househol d survey data and then
the other source of information was the harvest data base
and with the -- and the harvest data base had i nformation
on permts. Harvest tickets turned in and permts issued
bet ween 1983 and 1998, so it was a relatively recent
peri od.

Data information is on Page 96 and 97.
Traditionally noose have been used, there's a long history
of the use of noose in that unit -- or in Units 7 and 15.
And then, of course -- well, it's part of the Kenaitze
peopl e. The use of noose is a food resources docunented by
archeol ogi cal evidence. Then the permt ticket data base
is broken out by each unit on Page 96.
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And for caribou, caribou were once nore
common on the Kenai Peninsula but they were never there in
great nunbers and they were mainly a suppl enental resource
and then they were conpletely w ped out on the Kena
Peni nsul a during the gold m ning phase and they were, by
1912 cari bou were exterm nated by nman and then they were
reintroduced in Unit 7 in the md-1960s and in Unit 15 in
the m d-1980s. The first harvest on Unit 7 Kenai Muntain
Caribou Herd took place in 1972 so -- but residents of
those units have hunted for caribou in other areas of the
st at e.

["1l discuss nore of that later. Mbose are
hunted t hroughout the fall and winter -- well, were hunted
t hroughout the fall and winter traditionally and there is a
-- the current seasons are all listed on Page 98 for noose
and caribou and just a m xture of harvest tickets, draw ng
permts or Tier Il permt hunts that are available for both
noose and -- or for noose. And then caribou are hunted
t hrough harvest tickets and permt hunts -- draw ng
permts.

And then the pattern of use, npose are
hunted with rifles. And caribou, too -- nowadays, and
peopl e use autonobil es and boats for access nearby. And
there is with airplanes to other areas -- well, the travel
by airplane is shown on Page 101 to 9(A) and 9(B). Well,
actually on Page 100 shows -- show ng the distributions of
permts for those -- all the units requested. And the
majority of permits by Unit 7 and Unit 15 residents are for
those area, Units 7 and 15. For npose 77 percent of the
Unit 7 residents get permts in Unit 7 and 92 percent of
themget their caribou permits in Unit 7. And then the
next highest areas, Unit 15 for -- for Unit 7 residents for
19 percent. The Unit 15 residents, they get 92 percent of
their noose permts in Unit 15. But they get nost of their
caribou permts in Unit 7 which is -- which nmakes sense
because that's where nost of the caribou are. And then the
next high i ssue where they receive permts is for caribou
in Unit 9(B), so for Unit 15 residents. But that table

breaks down and shows where various people -- and then the
tabl e on Page 101 shows how they get to the various pl aces.
And for 9(A) and (B), it's either -- well, in addition to

-- there is sone use of airplanes and boats and there's
even snownachi ne use.

In handl i ng and prepari ng noose and
caribou, traditionally it was the -- the nethods incl uded
snoki ng, hangi ng, caches, drying into jerky or freezing
outdoors. Today's noose is either eaten fresh or frozen
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while sone is snoked or dried. And then for -- and npst
descriptions are available for Port G aham and Nanwal ek.
And then for caribou, the historical nethods were -- were

just mainly historical and there is not a | ot of

i nformati on about recent use because the use is so sporadic
because of the drawing permt systemin Unit 7. Because
the level of permt is nuch smaller than caribou but it is
a use.

And then there's a description that the
know edge of noose and caribou hunting is -- there is an
i nter-generational transm ssion of know edge and bel i ef
about noose and cari bou hunting and the idea of subsistence
skills and val ues i n general

And then for sharing, the data relating to
sharing is on Page 105. And to show just the percentages
for sharing noose and cari bou.

And then at the bottom of that page is
i nformati on about Factor 8, wth the nunber of wild foods
used i n households, just the different kinds which ranges
from9.1 to 18.4 in Nanwal ek and Port G aham which has the
hi ghest diversity in those two units.

On Page 106 has the effects of the proposal
and that's because there was a | ot of conments because
there would be -- oh, | guess | -- well, because in the
chart there it shows if Proposal 49 was adopted as
requested, it shows for each unit how many nore communities
woul d be added to the existing customary and traditional
determnations. So in Unit 15, if it was adopted and
currently four communities have customary and traditiona
and 29 nore woul d be added to that. And so it just shows
-- or there would be 25 added to that, so -- so it just
shows the increase in various -- in the customary and
traditional use determ nations. And the only one where
there is no -- for caribou where there is no determnations
for Units 15, and then 16(A) and (B) where it's all rural,
it would go down fromall rural residents down to 29. So |
guess | m sspoke when | said there were 30, there's only 29
communities that we are | ooking at.

The prelimnary conclusion was to support
the proposal with nodifications. The nodifications would
essentially be that it would be having for a positive
customary and traditional determ nations for residents of
Unit 15 for nmoose in Units 15 and Unit 17, except for that
portion of Unit 7 draining into Kings Bay and then al so
having Unit 7 residents having a positive customary and
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traditional use determ nation for noose in Units 15 and 7
except for the Kings Bay portion. And then also to nodify
the request for caribou so that it's just for residents of
Units 15 and Unit 7 and for caribou for Unit 7 for -- or --
wait a mnute, nodify the proposal for the units requested
for caribou for residents of 15 to also include Unit 7
residents. And then so that -- so there would be custonary
and traditional determnations for those residents for
caribou in Units 7 and 15 only without -- and to | eave out
the request for Units 9(A) and (B) and 16.

CHAI RVAN LOHSE: Any questions for Pat?

MR ELVSAAS. | noticed in the |ist of
communi ties, Salamatof is not listed. |'mjust wondering,
are they part of -- part of Kenai?

M5. PETRIVELLI: Sal amatof, they should be
listed on -- they are listed on Page 94. What happened is
is when you | ook at the harvest data, on Page 94 it
includes all the communities that are recogni zed, either
t hrough census data or borough data but then on Page 96,
you don't see them because | think when people have mailing
addresses, they either get their mail at Kenai or Sol dotna
so there's no way to tell how their |evel of use to break
out their current use so | |ook for those other snaller
comunities in the -- on the harvest ticket data base,
those are the only communities listed. And of course,
there's this odd one, Red Mountain, that |'ve never heard
of but I think is buy Honer, but for some reason people
only -- they put it down on their permt and so it got
listed for certain periods.

MR ELVSAAS: Thank you. On Red Mountain,
Red Mountain was a postal drop at Kasitsna Bay when the
sawm | | operated in Jakol of Bay and people got their mail.
There was never a comunity as such.

M5. PETRIVELLI: So it was Jakol of Bay that

MR ELVSAAS: Well, Jakol of Bay and
Kasitsna Bay are two adjoi ning bays and the plain | anded at
Kasi tsna Bay because there was a | ady there that handl ed
the mail for all the people along the bays there. And Red
Mountai n, and they had the sane zip code as Honer, so they
never had a post office. Wen the | ogging operation shut
down they quit delivering the mail

M5. PETRIVELLI: And | tried to figure out
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-- and ADF&G just uses the nmailing address for residents
unless it's a Tier Il permt and then they ask for
information relating specifically to where a person |ives.
So that ends up being confusing with those permt data
basi s because we only -- they only record the nailing
address of the permt holder or ticket holder -- the
harvest ticket holder. So that's why Sal amat of isn't

i ncl uded on there.

MR ELVSAAS: Ckay, thank you.

CHAI RVAN LOHSE: Any ot her questions for
Pat. Let me see if | can sunmarize this correctly, then
what the difference between the proposal and the suggested
proposal, basically Unit 7 would be rural residents of 7
and 15, except for that piece in Kings Bay that Tatitlek
and Chenega use?

M5. PETRI VELLI: Yes.

CHAI RVAN LOHSE: Ckay. Unit 9 would just
remain for the residents of Unit 9.

MS. PETRI VELLI:  Uh- huh.

CHAIRVAN LOHSE: And it will stay the way
it was by this suggestion right here. Unit 15 would be
residents of Units 7 and 15.

MS. PETRI VELLI:  Uh- huh.

CHAI RVAN LOHSE: Units 16(A) and (B), if we
gave it to rural residents of Units 7 and 15 woul d | eave
out the residents of 16(A), in 16(A), there' d be only
residents of Units 7 and 15 would have C&T if we did it the
way it was proposed, but the residents who actually live in
16(A) wouldn't have a C&T. That was the proposed way. So
the suggestion is to leave it the same and that way there's
no subsistence priority in Unit 15 and 7 and 16(A) can hunt
in 16(A), right?

MS. PETRI VELLI:  Uh- huh.

CHAI RVAN LOHSE: And 16(B) al ready has
residents of 6(B) and the recommendation is not to include
residents of Unit 7 and 15, which is right across the bay
fromthere. But that was just | ooking at npose.

M5. PETRIVELLI: And actually | forgot to
give the justification for.....
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CHAI RVAN LOHSE:  Ckay.

MS. PETRI VELLI: ..... or the
reconmendat i on

CHAI RVAN LOHSE:  Ckay.

M5. PETRIVELLI: But the justification was
that the residents of Units 7 and 15 predomi nately hunt in
Units 7 and 15 and their level of uses of the areas of 7 --
or 9 and 16 are a small and insignificant percentage
conpared to the level of use in their |local areas. And
even though traditionally in the past people did travel to
those units and hunt in tine of shortages or because of
kinship ties that that use is sporadic in nature. And just
the level of use -- the mgjority of their customary and
traditional -- or their use is in Unit 7 and 15 and that's
what the permt data use shows and that's what various
studi es have shown that people harvest in the areas nearer
to their own local areas. And that's shown by the
distribution of permts. |It's just generally in Units 7
and 15 when the percentages -- like inin 9(A) and 9(B) is
five -- .5 percent, .9 percent, .1 percent, the highest
percentage is |ike four percent of the permts that they
obtain is outside of their unit, they're mainly -- hunt in
their own units, 7 and 15, and that's why the
recomrendati on was for only 7 and 15.

CHAI RVAN LOHSE: GOkay. At this point in
time, do we have any ADF&G comment s?

M5. W LKINSON:  No.
CHAI RVAN LOHSE:  No.
M5. W LKINSON:  No.

CHAl RVAN LOHSE: (Okay. Do we have any
witten conments?

M5. WLKINSON: Yes. The Cooper Landing
Fi sh and Gane Advi sory Conmittee opposes this proposa
because it excludes rural residents of Unit 7 and because
t he proposed customary and traditional use determnation is
too narrow in scope and too broad in area. The comittee
states that C&T determ nations nmust be nade for each
i ndi vidual community within Units 7 and 15. However, if
that cannot be reasonably established then at | east a C&T
determ nati on should be nade for the Kenai, Sol dotna, Honer
and Seward aggregate areas and the previous rural areas.
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The Conmittee supports postponing this action -- excuse ne,
supports postponing action on this proposal until after the
Kenai Peninsula rural determ nation has been reconsi dered.

The Lake Iliama Fi sh and Gane Advi sory
Conmi ttee opposes a positive C&T determ nation for rura
residents of Unit 15 for noose and caribou in Unit 9. The
Conmittee considers that they would have to fly -- they,
bei ng residents of Kenai Peninsula, would have to fly over
and that is not a customary and traditional means for
subsi stence. The Conmittee al so noted that residents of
Unit 9 are facing harvest reductions due to | ower noose
calf survival and if this proposal passes it will have nore
conpetition for fewer noose.

And that's all the comments | have.
CHAI RVAN LOHSE: Ckay.

MR JENNINGS: M. Chair.

CHAl RVAN LOHSE:  Yes.

MR JENNINGS: M. Chair, TimJennings,
O fice of Subsistence Managenent. | wanted to briefly
mention that the Bristol Bay Regional Advisory Council has
al ready net and they di scussed this proposal because it is
a crossover proposal with their region in Unit 9(A) and
(B), they choose only to address that portion of this
proposal that is in their region, only 9(A) and (B), and
they supported the Staff recommendation to | eave the C&T
for Units 9(A and (B) unchanged for both nbose and
caribou. So | wanted to report that to you.

MR EWAN. M. Chair, I'd like to make a
comment. | went to the State Fish and Gane Board neeting
in Anchorage and the very first thing | heard was an old
man get up and tal k about them-- he was tal ki ng about

killing off sonme of the magpies, anyway, the guy lives in
Pal mer and he didn't want themto kill any nagpi es being a
shortage of magpies there in Palnmer -- since he has a | ove

for magpi es and | woul d suggest we send sone of our magpies
down to him

(Laught er)

CHAl RVAN LOHSE: You catch them and the
post office will send them

(Laught er)
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CHAI RVAN LOHSE: (Okay, with that, one of the
things that we have to renenber as we deal with C&T,
conpetition for resource is not a reason to deny sonebody
C&T. C&T is based on can you show past and, you know, past
customary and traditional use of the area. And in sone
cases, like we have in the past, where we've seen that
granting to C&T from peopl e outside the area denies the
peopl e that are in the area C&T, we have postponed acting
on that kind of C&T until the residents that actually live
there can establish C&T for thenselves. But the fact that
there's a shortage or there's a conpetition for the
resource is not a reason to deny C&T. C&T is based on use,
past customary and traditional use. So as a Council we
need to remenber that as we read sone of these witten --
get sone of these witten comments that we don't want
sonebody el se to have C&T in our area because they'l|
conpete with us for the resource.

Ckay, with that, we're going to go on to
oral comments and we have a stack of them And | put them
down in backwards order so I'mgoing to start in the order
that I got them R ta.

M5. SMOGGE: | amRita Snogge. | amthe
executive director for the Kenaitze Tribe and I'malso a
tribal nenber. |In preparing nmy testinony.....

CHAIRVAN LOHSE: Turn it up a little | ouder
because peopl e back there can't hear.

REPORTER.  Ckay.

M5. SMOGGE: | n preparing ny testinony,
referenced the following material, fishing and hunting
survey conducted by the Kenaitze Indian Tribe in 1989 and
1992; affidavits of tribal elders and also the collected
witings of the late Peter Kalifonsky, a Dena'ina |egacy.
Peter was a tribal elder. 1In reviewng the surveys and
reading the affidavits, it was evident that our people did
not consider the hunting and fishing as "subsi stence
activities.” It truly was a way of life. It was, if you
will, a seamess lifestyle. They did it because it was
inherent to them And as one tribal elder stated in his
affidavit, he said, without it we would die.

The surveys, affidavits, and Peter's book,
the Dena'ina | egacy validates that the Kenaitze/Dena'ina
traditionally fished and hunted the entire Cook Inlet Basin
and its tributaries. Sone of the areas that were
identified was 20 mles radius of Kenai and the entire
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Kenai Peninsula, Shorty's Canp, Tyonek Ri dge, Kusatan,
Chinitna Bay, Swan Lake, Storny Lake, Jean Lake, Knik,
Polly Creek, Kasilof, Nnilchik, Swanson River. Hunting
for nmoose and cari bou would take place in the fall and
winter and traditionally the entire famly would
participate thereby ensuring the customand traditions
woul d be passed on. The neat was al ways shared with ot her
famly nenbers, relatives and friends who were unable to
participate in the hunt due to illness or age. Today
tribal nenbers continue to hunt and fish, although on a
very limted and regul ated basis. Mst hunt for npose or
caribou in Units 15. A few hunt for caribou, "across the
inlet" although this is cost prohibitive for many of our
tribal nenbers. Sone don't hunt anynore because they feel
it's too hard and it's too conpetitive. They rely on
others for sharing of their resource.

In closing, | would request a positive
determnation for the Kenaitze Proposal No. 49.

CHAI RVAN LOHSE: Thank you. Don't run off
-- too late, any questions for Rita -- okay, thank you.
Don't run off so fast, sonebody m ght want to ask you
sormet hi ng.

(Laught er)

CHAI RVAN LOHSE: Jacqueline. Qur youngest
el der.

(Laught er)

M5. COVEAUX: Hello, ny nane is Jacqueline.
| hope you know that every day a Dena'ina child cannot
| earn how to hunt -- learn how to hunt what they need for
their famlies. 1 was an archeol ogist for three weeks and
in those three weeks | |earned a | ot about Dena'ina people.
Hunting, fishing and nobose is not easy for us -- is not as
easy for us as it is for tourists. Al they have to do is
find sone spot with their big nice notorhones, but, us the
peopl e, just go canping. But we cannot hunt for fish
without an ID or go hunting for noose. W still have to
have an ID. It is not right or fair to us to go through
all the papers to try to get one when we have the right to
go hunting because we have been here first and the children
that need to know how the elders |ived and what they |ived
like. And nost inportant is to | et them know how t hey
hunted and what they used to hunt with. But now sone
peopl e just don't care how they hunt and have no respect
for the animals that they hunt or even when they just hunt
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for the horns and | eave everything else and it goes to
waste. Wien | went noose hunting | took everything. And
when | went to fish canp for one week, | |earned how to cut
fish for ny first time and | have been in the Javalina
Dance Group (ph) for four years and there are 11 of us and
nore, and we are |earning through our songs, dances and
stories about the places we would hunt, fish and pick

berri es.

Pl ease support our cultural and traditional
uses for ne and ny future generations. Thank you for
listening.

CHAI RVAN LOHSE: Don't run off Jacqueline,
you can't get away that easy.

(Laught er)

CHAI RVAN LOHSE: Anybody have sone
questions for Jacqueline?

MR JOHN:  Yes.

CHAl RVAN LOHSE:  Fred.

MR JOHN. \Where are you from you say?

M5. COVEAUX: Kenai .

MR JOHN: FromKenai, |I'd like to thank
you for comng up here. | got alittle daughter, she's 16
now and when subsistence first came into the area she was

about 11 and she canme up and testified before the Secretary
of Interior's person up here in Al aska and right now she's

still involved and | really appreciate you com ng up.
Thank you very nuch.
(Appl aud)

CHAl RVAN LOHSE: (Okay. Bernadi ne.

M5. ATCHI SON. My nane is Bernadi ne
Atchison. | ama Kenaitze Tribal nmenber and I'm al so the
cultural heritage director for the Kenaitze Indian Tribe.
| want to thank you for this opportunity to be able to
testify on the traditional and cultural use of the noose,
cari bou, sheep, goal, black bears, furbearing aninals,
fow, fish and plant life. The areas we traditionally
harvested was fromthe Katchemak Bay al ong the Kena
Peni nsul a west across the inlet into Stoney River and
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northeast to the Susitna Basin. The Dena'ina have occupied
the Kenai Peninsula for the |ast thousand years and our
relatives in the Interior for over 10,000 years, so we have
establ i shed a cultural existence as Dena'ina people with
traditional uses.

The harvesting of these aninmals have a
significant inpact on our health and well-being. It is
wel | known that to maintain a healthy existence, the noose,
cari bou, salnon, plants, berries, et cetera, need to be
part of our diet. Today Al aska Natives have a high rate of
di abet es and ot her di seases because of the |ack of these
f oods.

Harvesting these animals it al so defines
who we are as Dena'ina people. |In our ancient stories
whi ch were passed down to us they expl ained the areas we
hunted or trapped, how to respect the aninals, proper
handl i ng of the plants, tinme of year to harvest and what
woul d heal us. Harvesting animals, the fows, fish and
plants are integrally part of our every day life and
existence, it is our culture. So today |I'mhere to support
the traditional and cultural uses of these areas.

Thank you for your tine.

CHAI RVAN LOHSE: Any questions for
Ber nadi ne? Ckay, thank you. Bonnie Juliussen?

M5. JULI USSEN: Par don?
CHAI RVAN LOHSE: Is it Juliussen?

M5. JULIUSSEN: Yes. M nane is Bonnie
Juliussen and I'ma Kenaitze Indian Tribal menber as well
as a council nenber. And before | begin with my own, |I'd
like to read you one fromour tribal chair, she was not
able to be here today.

She wites, the Dena'ina people have used
t he noose and cari bou as a subsistence food for many years
in Area 15. There is historic and archeol ogi cal evi dence
for nore than a thousand years to the present.
Ar chaeol ogi sts have docunented this. The Dena'ina people
harvested the nobose throughout the fall and winter after
the fishing season was over. At this time of the year,
berry picking and food gathering were al so done. During
the earlier noose hunting season both sexes were taken and
noose was abundant at that time. W are now dictated by
the State hunting regul ations. The Dena'ina al so harvested
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caribou. This was done in the fall after the fishing
season. Since statehood, caribou hunting has been limted
to State regulatory seasons in certain areas.

The Dena'ina people share their noose and
cari bou catches with elders, relatives and friends. Wen
the noose is taken the elders, fathers, uncles, relatives
or friends show the younger, nen, wonen and children how to
handl e, cut, prepare and preserve the noose and cari bou
nmeat. This tradition is still done to this day. At the
present time we have better means of preserving the noose
and the caribou. These traditions taught to our youth is
very inportant to the Dena'ina people as it teaches
respect, spiritual and cultural awareness and ties us to
our past, present and future.

Respectful |y, Roselee Atak (ph), Kenaitze
Tri bal Chair person.

CHAI RVAN LOHSE: Coul d you give that
witten conment to Ann, when you're done for her?

M5. JULIUSSEN. | can, yes.
CHAl RVAN LOHSE:  Ckay.

M5. JULIUSSEN. Ckay, and for nyself. | am
in support of the Kenaitze's proposal. M famly has lived
on the Kenai Peninsula for generations and generations and
I know that they would be in support of this proposal as
amand as ny famly, now, in the present are in support of
this proposal al so.

Thank you.

CHAI RVAN LOHSE: Any questions? Bonnie,
have a question, you know, | sit here and I | ook at the map
and | | ook at what the proposal entails and | have no
questions on Unit 15 and Unit 7 because that's right down
on the Kenai or even on 16(B) across fromor -- or 9 across
-- right directly across there because Kenai people are
boat people. But |ike when | ook up here at 16(A) way up
by the Denali Park, and it's a request for C&T in an area
that the people don't -- that even live there and live
right next toit don't have C&T for it, which would
basically give Unit 15 and Unit 7 priority over the people
who live in 16(A), | wonder about that. Do we have -- you
know, the record that we have established here doesn't show
a lot of activity up in that area at this current tine.
When you think of the necessity for having C&T, do you --
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the necessity, | can see it right in the area that the
peopl e live but one of the problens that | see that we have
with our C&T is everybody tries to grab away from hone,
too, because we're all worried that we m ght get shut out
of an area and if C&T stayed within the area that people --
it would have been nice if they would have said to begin
with that if it's within the area you can walk in in three
days or sonething like that, but they didn't, and so then
we have situations |ike this come up where a unit like 15
is applying for C&T in Unit 16(A) where the people in Unit
16(A) don't even have C&T, and if we grant C&T to Unit 15,
then people fromuUnit 15 have a priority over people who

live in 16(A). Wat would you suggest -- how woul d you
suggest handling sonething like that? | guess that's
really what nmy -- that's the dilemma we face all the tine.

M5. JULIUSSEN. Ckay. As in sonme of the
testinony, we always share. The Dena'ina peopl e share.

CHAl RVAN LOHSE: Well, of course.

M5. JULIUSSEN. Ckay, and |I'msure that the
peopl e that are there, we would share with each other. And
I nmean no matter who has priority over who.....

CHAI RVAN LOHSE: Yeah, you can share with
what you get but you can't share what the regulatory -- |
nean if there's a shortage in 16(A).....

MS. JULI USSEN:  Uh- huh.

CHAI RVAN LOHSE: And we grant 15 C&T for
it, residents of 16(A) have to be cl osed down before
residents of Unit 15. They're required to by |aw. Because
15 will have the C&T and 16(A) doesn't -- residents of
16(A) won't have C&T. So if it goes to an 804
situation.....

MS. JULI USSEN:  Uh- huh.

CHAl RVAN LOHSE: ... .. then residents of
16(A), who live there, will not be -- you know, this is a
hypot heti cal situation but it could happen under an 804
situation, the residents of 16(A) wll not have a C&T.

Now, they have the ability to apply for C&T but at this
point intine we'd be granting a C&T to sonebody who |ives
farther away than the people who actually live there just
i ke where we ran into the objections fromresidents of
Unit 9, and as | pointed out, conpetition is not an
objection. Wiat has to be denonstrated is a past customary
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and traditional use of the area sufficiently |arge enough
to grant C&T, you know, and so | mean do you feel like the
residents of Unit 15 did -- or do or have in the recent or
past made enough use of the area by Denali Park that they
shoul d have C&T there?

M5. JULIUSSEN. To have C&T in Denali Park?

CHAI RMAN LOHSE: Wl |, that's 16(A).

MB. JULIUSSEN: |1'm | ost.

MS. PETRI VELLI: Well maybe it will

CHAl RVAN LOHSE:  Pat.

M5. PETRIVELLI: ..... when you | ook at the
map for 16(A) and (B).....

MS. JULI USSEN:  Uh- huh

M5. PETRI VELLI: ..... a lot of the areas
that are tal ked about by residents of the Kenai area, it's
all State land, you know, the forelands -- the west

forelands and all those.....
CHAl RVAN LOHSE: Ri ght.

M5. PETRIVELLI: ..... but the Federal | ands
in 16(A) and (B) are the Denali National Park.....

CHAI RVAN LOHSE: R ght.

M5. PETRIVELLI: ..... and the Preserve.
And then there's these snmall portions of Lake O ark
National Park and it's BLMIland. And what the BLM I and
person told me is that's really dacier |and so the noose
and cari bou.. ...

MS. JULI USSEN:  Uh- huh

M5. PETRIVELLI: ..... aren't really even
there in that portion.

MS. JULI USSEN:  Uh- huh

M5. PETRIVELLI: So | guess the question,
at least as far as 16 goes with Federal |and.....
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CHAI RVAN LCHSE: |s Denali Park.

M5. PETRI VELLI: Yeah. But the areas
described by the -- traditionally, what the people used --
of course, when they say traditionally, Susitna Basin and
that's hard to know how t hey define that.

CHAl RVAN LOHSE: But that's State | and.

M5. PETRIVELLI: It's State | and.

CHAI RVAN LOHSE: See, that's what |I'm
saying, if we grant.....

MS. PETRI VELLI: Yeah, so.....

CHAI RVAN LOHSE:  ..... if we grant.....

MS. PETRI VELLI: ..... soif that.....

CHAI RVAN LOHSE: If we grant C&T on Federal
land in 16(A), we're granting C&T in Denali Park. And
16(B), it's basically Denali Park and a snmall portion of
Lake Cark. The rest of that is all State land. And
that's, to nme, |I'mjust wondering, can the residents of
Unit 15 denonstrate enough past use of the Federal land in
Unit 16(A), which is Denali Park that they feel |ike they
shoul d have C&T in Denali Park? O is the Staff proposa
nore in line with what reality is which is basically to
| eave 16(A) and 16(B) as it is, which is rural residents.

MS. JULI USSEN:  Uh- huh

CHAI RVAN LOHSE: And that still gives
people fromUnits 15(A), (B) and (C) and 7 the opportunity
to hunt there but not to have the C&T in the Park portion
way up at the top: that's ny question? See that's -- in
ot her words, the Staff has proposed naking it snaller than
what the request is. Do you feel that the request is
justified in going as far as the request did? And you
don't have to answer that, nmaybe |I'mputting the wong
person on the spot, Bonnie, but | was just -- and I'll ask
Al'lan, too, when he gets up here.

MR BALDWN If I mght, Bonnie, you could
respectfully request to defer his question to the next
speaker at this point.

(Laught er)
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CHAI RVAN LOHSE: | f you're unconfortable
with what |I'masking just do that.

MB. JULI USSEN.  Ckay.

MR JOHN. M. Chair, right nowif we give
C&T in 16(A), | think for future when State conmes into
conpliance, | think that will stand that.

CHAI RVAN LOHSE: Wwell, that's possible.

MR JOHN:  Un- huh.

MR. ELVSAAS: That's a good point.

M5. JULIUSSEN. It is a good question and
"Il pass it along, | hope you don't m nd.

MR JOHN: And another thing is that Kenai
Native got subsistence up that way, if they' re boat people
like they say they are, they could go up the Susitna al nost
all the way up to Cantwell, the river.....

(Laught er)
CHAI RVAN LOHSE: What do you say to that

G| bert?

MR DEMENTI: Not quite.

(Laught er)

CHAI RVAN LOHSE: They got those snal
boats. Thank you, Bonnie. | didn't mean to put you on the
spot. Those are the kinds of questions, you know, that |'m
westling with what the Staff proposal is -- or suggestion
is.....

MS. JULI USSEN:  Uh- huh

CHAl RVAN LOHSE: ... .. what |'ve heard and
have no doubt about the use of the resource, it's a
question of does the use of the resource nerit the area
that's asked for, you know, to ne there's never any
guesti on about sonebody using the resource in their
backyar d.

MB. JULI USSEN:  Uh- huh.
CHAI RVAN LOHSE: It's when you get way off



i nto sonebody el se's backyard, that you start wonderi ng,
you know, so with that, thank you. And | didn't nean to
put you on the spot. Allan, you happen to be next.

MR. BALDWN  Thank you. It's actually a
very good question and hopefully I can answer it
sufficiently enough that you won't have to ask it to the
next person. And actually |I amon the Kenaitze Triba
Council and I have testified before you before on this
i ssue and others. But today | would like to represent the
Native Village of Eklutna at this point. | amcurrently
the assistant CEO of Eklutna. | discussed the Kenaitze
proposal and the issues of C&T on the Kenai Peninsula and
our CEO gave ne instruction to represent Eklutna and it
actually -- what he told ne to say really answers your
question to a T.

The Native Village of Eklutna recognizes
the pattern of sharing in the harvest and processing as a
subsi stence lifestyle and a traditional use of the
resources. The nost inportant resource in the area is
noose, others such as caribou -- they're continually being
used in a culturally significant and historical based
manner. As Bonni e nmentioned, the aspects of sharing and
providing for elders, Jacqueline, the education portion of
subsi stence hunting and fishing, they all tie the way the
Nati ve people have hunted all across the state. Right down
to the wood for snoking sal non and naking jerked nmeat. One
of the elders of Eklutna who now resides outside; her
seasoned fish, but she didn't have the right kind of wood
in Arizona, they have different wood. So not only do we
share our fish but we share our wood, too. Eklutna sent
wood to Arizona so she could snmoke her fish and it would
taste right.

Eklutna is -- one of the neanings for the
nane Eklutna is a place by clear water. Eklutna was a
gat hering place for Natives all the way from Sel dovia, Port
G aham the Kenai Peninsula would travel to Eklutna to neet
and they woul d exchange their resources whether it were
fish, clams, and the Natives were living in the Denal
area, what you spoke of, that region of Unit 16, they would
travel to Eklutna also, to trade and to share their
resources that they have. So it's a neeting place. The
Native villages and the tribes and the Kenaitze Tribe, in
particular, the surveys that were returned to the tribe
about C&T and hunting, many, nmany of the elders said that
on the survey stated that they would not travel into
another tribe's jurisdiction to hunt. H storically, that
was not done. You went into another tribes area by



00109

OCO~NOUITRARWNE

perm ssion or you went to their village and you traded wth
them And because of that, and today our elders stating
that it is not right -- it isn't correct to go into
sonmebody el se's area and take their resources without their
perm ssion. And | think that is something that the
Kenai t ze peopl e teach their young people, you act
respectfully and you use your resources conpletely. And
part of respecting an aninmal is respecting the people that
it belongs to.

And with that, the Native Village of
Ekl ut na supports a positive C&T determ nation for the Kena
Peni nsul a. Thank you.

CHAl RVAN LOHSE:  For all those areas?
MR. BALDWN Yes. Thank you.

CHAI RVAN LOHSE: Al lan, you and | have
listened to lots of testinony in the past, been in |lots of
neetings in the past, one of the things that we're dealing
with at this point intime is something that we've gone
through and that's the fact that the Kenai Peninsula is now
entire -- the entire Kenai Peninsula is now a rural area,
that neans that not all the people on the Kenai Peninsula
have those sane traditions of respecting other people's
areas. And this proposal, as it's witten, will give al
resi dents of the Kenai Peninsula C&T for 16(A), 16(B) and 9
and 7, and | guess that's where ny question conmes, can we
teach themthe sane kind of respect for other people's
areas?

MR. BALDWN That is something that the
Kenaitze Tribe strives to do. W, not only share our
resources but we share our know edge and under st andi ng.
And | would just remind you that, as you stated, a limted
resource in a given area is not a reason to deny C&T for
peopl e and that's very good to hear.

The Kenaitze, in their proposal, originally
intended to ask for C&T for the Kenaitze people and after
di scussi ons our proposal was amended and your question
definitely is a dilenma for regulators, that the Kenaitze
will work hand in hand with you once we have C&T
det er m ned.

CHAI RVAN LOHSE: Any ot her questions for
Al lan? Thank you.

MR. BALDW N  Thank you.
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CHAI RVAN LOHSE: Ckay. W have one nore
oral comment. Wayne W/ son.

MR WLSON. Hello, I'mWyne WIson from
the Kenaitze Indian Tribe, I1'"mon the council. | want to
answer the 16(A) question. W drew these boundaries?

CHAl RVAN LOHSE: | don't know.

MR WLSON: You don't know, well, I'm
guessing the Kenaitze Indian Tribe didn't draw the
boundaries. So if we said, | don't have no idea, to tell

you the truth whether we were up in this area, but we could
possi bly have been in the southern half of the 16(A) so if
we claimto be in the southern half, then because of the
boundaries we can go up to Denali Park, that's not our
fault. So that kind of answers your question, | think.

Just because we touch the boundary, that's all you have to
do, right? Wuld you agree?

CHAI RVAN LOHSE: Except that the | ower part
is all State |and.

MR WLSON. Ckay, well, I'"mjust saying
16(A) .

CHAI RMAN LOHSE:  Yes.

MR WLSON:. | don't have no idea.

CHAI RVAN LOHSE:  Yeah.

MR WLSON. | just wanted to put that out.
Traditionally, | guess, ny great-great grandpa was Janes

W1 son and he cone up fromwho knows where, Scotland or
somewhere, and ny great-great-grandma was the one he
married and he net her in Kenai, Al aska back in 1950 --
nmean 1850 so |' massum ng she wasn't the first one here.
So that's the first record we have, you know, of the Wite
and the Native mxing together. So there is history there
and that proves it because we have a famly tree. And
know t here was no Safeways or Carrs back then so I'monly
guessing they had to live off the land and that woul d have
to be the noose and the fish.

The | ady pointed out that there was cari bou
before the gold era, so |I'mguessing they probably ate
cari bou, too. They were w ped out when the White nman cane,
so, once again, that's not our fault. Now, traditionally
we probably did take them and they probably were nore
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plentiful but they were w ped out. So, once again, | don't
think it's our fault.

I know, traditionally nmy grandpa did it and
I"msure the one before he did. He taught ny dad how to
hunt, ny dad taught ne how to hunt. Unfortunately ny dad's
| azy so we drive in a car now. But ny cousins, they're ny
age, they hunt all the -- every year and | ast year, in
particular, there were seven of us out checking a nbose out
and it was |egal and so one of ny cousins took a shot at it
and they all took off running after it and, of course, |
sat back at the car and watched them because | wasn't too
interested in it, and they got the noose and they cut it up
and we had a good tine, so | think historically we've

hunted for noose and fished. | don't see why we have to
prove that the Native people have fished and hunted because
I know they did. | couldn't inagine themeating grass.

And like | said, there were no stores, so | guess we can
throw all that out.

Sol ambrown so | -- to the tell you the
truth I don't eat noose nmeat or fish because | eat at the
store, but if we're just tal king about whether we have
history here or not, we do, so | don't think we have to
keep on argui ng about this every single quarter of the
year.

| hope you support it and | thank you for
listening to ne. Thank you.

CHAI RVAN LOHSE: Thank you. Don't run off.
MR WLSON. Ch, okay, go ahead and ask mne

guesti ons.
CHAI RVAN LOHSE: Any questions for Wayne?
MR. WLSON:. No, questions, okay.
CHAI RVAN LOHSE: | got one.
MR WLSON. Ckay, go ahead.
CHAI RVAN LOHSE: Wiy don't you eat noose
neat ?

MR WLSON. Because | know better. No,
just don't eat noose neat. | just -- ny parents didn't
make me eat npose neat so | chose to eat store bought food.
That's just a preference, ne. | don't know any ot her
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Native that does that, though.

UNI DENTI FI ED VO CE: W don't either.

CHAI RVAN LCOHSE: What ?

MS. WLKINSON: She doesn't either.

(Laught er)

CHAI RVAN LOHSE: Thank you.

MR WLSON. Thank you.

CHAI RVAN LOHSE: | don't know if we can put
any credence in the testinony of sonebody who doesn't eat
noose neat .

(Laught er)

MR BALDWN M. Chair, he tans well,
t hough.

(Laught er)

CHAl RVAN LOHSE: Shall we take a short
break before we handl e this?

MR JOHN:  Yes.
(OFf record)
(On record)

CHAI RVAN LOHSE: We will call this session
back in order. Fred just pointed out sonmething to ne, if
we take a | ook on Page 91 in your book, there's a map right
there which mght help clarify your idea of where 9(A) is.
It's not drawn on the map that we have, on the big nap.

But 9(A) is basically the costal strip of that section of 9
over there. It looks to ne like it goes down right to the
start of the Katrmai National Park and across Kohonek and
then al ong that shore all the way up to the border right
over here and it takes in part of Lake O ark National Park

Like it goes -- | don't think it takes in Pedro Bay, it's
just -- it's inside of Pedro Bay, it's at the head of the
bay in Pedro Bay, so there's a line m ssing here that
shoul d go across -- yeah, it should go across just |ike

this. This is 9(A) right here, fromhere to here to here
to here.
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MR JOHN. Ckay.

CHAI RVAN LOHSE: And like Fred was pointing
out, there is a lot of inholdings and | and that's owned by
the corporations that are over in 15, right?

MR ELVSAAS:. Yeah. Also allotnents by
peopl e from Kenai

CHAI RVAN LOHSE: A lot of allotnments by
peopl e from Kenai there, too, okay. Gkay. That hel ps
clarify that. And | had sonebody el se that was going to
clarify sonmething that he gave us before so -- he, that's a
bad way to say that -- it's late in the day.

MR. JENNINGS: Yes, M. Chair, TimJennings,
O fice of Subsistence Managenent. | did want to clarify
for the record the rational and the reason why the Bristo
Bay Council did not support changing the C&T determ nation
for 9(A) and (B). As | recall the discussion, it was
because they agreed with the Staff reconmendation, that
they believed it was not supported by substantial evidence.
There was sone di scussion about that it appeared a | ot of
the use over there, in recent years, especially, was guided
hunting and it wasn't subsistence hunting. So | wanted to
clarify that for the record, M. Chair.

CHAI RVAN LOHSE: Thank you. That was their
reasoni ng?

MR JENNINGS: Correct.
CHAI RVAN LOHSE: Ckay. That pretty well

takes care of our introduction, analysis, witten and oral
comments on it. At this point intineit's up to the

Council. The Council can nmake a notion to accept the
proposal as witten, to reject the proposal as witten, to
nodify the proposal, 1'll leave that up to the w shes of
the Council. O just accept it as witten and we can

nodify or not nodify it later.
MR ELVSAAS: M. Chairnman
CHAI RVAN LOHSE:  Fred.

MR ELVSAAS: In concept | support the
proposal, but I do have sonme problens with 16(A) and 9(B)
And you know, as you just now nentioned, we could adopt the
proposal by the Kenaitze Tribe, which, | think is far nore
realistic knowi ng the use and knowi ng the history, |



00114

OCO~NOUITRARWNE

personal ly could not vote to deny themthe right to hunt
where they have hunted for generations, and | have personal
know edge of that. And the issue of the State |ands not
applying at this point is valid today. But if we all do
our honmework right and hopefully at sone point, the State
and the Federal governnent will get together with the
tribes and other users and there's co-nmanagenent agreenents
within the state on these areas, this could be very
crucial. If we deny the areas, such as 16(B), and then

t here was co-managenent agreenents and they said, well, you
threw that out the wi ndow years ago, we've | ost sonething

t hat people have strived for for years. So | think it
woul d be beneficial for us to approve the proposal by the
Kenaitze Tribe, but at this point | would Iike to know if
they woul dn't concur with deleting 16(A) and 9(B)? 16(A)
isup inthe Park and | don't see that as crucial to what
the goal is here, and 9(B) is Lake Iliama, Pedro Bay and
areas like that, and | could see nothing but a big conflict
between the Bristol Bay commttee and comunities and the
Kenai peopl e.

| would like to nmake that notion and |
woul d ask for support but on the other hand | don't want to
do that unless the proponent concurs with it. W can shoot
for the whole ball of wax, but I would have to swal | ow
twice to support parts of that.

| see they're conferring. M. Showalter.

MR SHOMLTER  Yes, James Showal ter, Vice
Chai rman, Kenaitze Tribe. Gkay, | think we'll go ahead and
conme up with our main intent, | do believe, was for 16(B)
and 9(A), which was just now in discussion because those
are the lands that we historically use also.

CHAI RVAN LOHSE:  And 15 and 7?
MR SHOMLTER Yes.

CHAI RVAN LOHSE: Can | ask you a question,
one other question that's been raised is the issue of Kings
Bay, which in the past hasn't had a noose herd, has a snal
noose herd that Chenega and Tatitlek has the only C&T on
Kings Bay. That is part of Unit 7 that extends basically,
you know, it used to be considered part of Unit 6, the
headwaters -- the base of the bay is Unit 6, Chenega and
Tatitlek is in Unit 6 but where they hunt noose is at the
head of the bay which is in Unit 7, but the only access is
through Unit 6, and one of the Staff's recomendati on was
to Unit 7, not counting Kings Bay because Kings Bay is
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nostly Unit 6, except for just the head where the nobose sit
and the only ones that have hunted there in the past have
been Chenega and Tatitl ek, so question on that one. The
Staff's comments were to -- or Unit 7 except for the
portion of Kings Bay; do you have any thoughts on that?

MR. SHOMLTER | think that would be nore
t han acceptabl e, yes.

CHAI RVAN LOHSE:  It'd be nore than
acceptable. Do you wish to nmake a notion to that effect
t hen?

MR ELVSAAS: Yes. Thank you. Thank you.
I woul d nove that we approve Proposal 49 by Kenaitze Indian
Tri be which would include Unit 15, Unit 7, except in Kings
Bay, Unit 16(B) and Unit 9(A).

CHAI RVAN LOHSE: Do | hear a second?
MR DEMENTI: Second.

CHAI RVAN LOHSE: |It's been npbved and
seconded. D scussion. Comments.

MR JOHN. (Ckay, | got a question. If we
pass this, all the rural residents in Kenai has C&T up in
the whol e area across there? |Is that the proposal ?

CHAI RVAN LOHSE: That's correct. For the
areas that were just nentioned, yeah.

MR JOHN: They don't have to go through
the -- what we're doing right now, we're nmaking them all
C&T?

CHAI RVAN LOHSE:  Uh- huh.

MR JOHN: Al of them they don't have to
go individually?

CHAl RVAN LOHSE:  No. Pat.

M5. PETRI VELLI: Just Lake O ark Nationa
Park, they would have to get a 1344 permt.

CHAI RVAN LOHSE: They' d have to get either
a 1344 or be in a resident zone conmunity.

M5. PETRIVELLI: Yeah. So they would.....
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CHAI RVAN LOHSE: So it doesn't open up Lake
Clark. There's very little Federal |and involved, but |ike
Fred says it may have an effect on State land in the
future. But, yes, at this point in time, the Kena
declared rural, it includes all rural residents of Unit 15
and 7.

MR ELVSAAS. In response to Fred, it's the
action and the C&T that's done by the Kenaitze Indian
Tribe, the Native people of the Kenai Peninsula that nade
all of the non-Native community -- all those other
communi ties C&T al ready, you know, and | guess the best way
| can say it is there's tinmes when we don't want these
Anericans follow ng us around but they're going to be there
whet her we like it or not. And | can't justify denying the
peopl e the right to hunt because sonebody el se may hunt
al so.

CHAI RVAN LOHSE: Any ot her discussion? Do
| hear the question?

MR JOHN: Questi on.

CHAI RVAN LOHSE: The question's been call ed
for. The proposal as it's proposed is that residents of
Unit 15 and 7 will have C&T in Units 15, 7, except for
Ki ngs Bay, 9(A) and 16(B), in other words, both sides of
the bay that they live on. GCkay, all in favor signify by
sayi ng aye.

IN UNI SON: Aye.

CHAI RVAN LOHSE: Al opposed signify by
sayi ng nay.

(No opposi ng vot es)

CHAl RVAN LOHSE: Mbdtion carries. kay,
with that we go onto Proposal WPO1-50.

MR BALDWN: M. Chairnan.
CHAl RVAN LOHSE: Al | an.

MR. BALDWN  Coul d you repeat the notion
one nore tine?

CHAI RVAN LOHSE: Could | repeat the notion
one nore tine?



00117

OCO~NOUITRARWNE

MR BALDWN W just mssed the last.....

CHAI RVAN LOHSE: And sonebody better
correct ne if I'"'mwong, but the notion as | understood it
was that residents -- rural residents of Unit 15 and 7 have
a customary and traditional determ nation for areas 15, 7,
except for Kings Bay, 9(A) and 16(B).

MR. BALDW N  Thank you.
CHAl RVAN LCHSE: Am | correct?
MS. PETRI VELLI: Unh- huh.

CHAI RVAN LOHSE: Good. The last thing we
need is three different proposals going at the same tine.

(Laught er)

CHAI RVAN LOHSE: Ckay, Proposal WP01-50,
ext endi ng the noose season in 15(A). Ckay.

MR, LaPLANT: Thank you, M. Chairman.
Proposal 50 deals with nobose in Unit 15(A) and it was
submtted by the Ofice of Subsistence Managenent. This
proposal was in response to an order fromthe U S. D strict
Court of Al aska which declared the current season to be
invalid. The matter was remanded back to the Federal
Subsi stence Board by the court for the purpose of adopting
a new noose season that provides a nore neani ngful
pr ef er ence.

The current season or the season that was
just declared invalid in 15(A) was a season that began on
August 18th and concl uded on Septenber 20th. The season
provi ded subsi stence users with a two day advantage over
the State's general season whi ch began on Septenber 20t h.

CHAl RVAN LOHSE: Well, wait a second.

MR JOHN:  August 20t h.

MR, LaPLANT: Excuse ne, August 20t h.

CHAI RVAN LOHSE: Ckay.

MR LaPLANT: M m stake, sorry.

CHAI RVAN LOHSE:  Ckay.
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MR, LaPLANT: Also of significance here is
the State has an archery season that begi ns on August 10th
and runs through August 20th, and then at that tinme the
general season begi ns.

The existing -- or | shouldn't say existing
anynore, it was the one that was declared invalid so the
ol d Federal season was established in 1996 foll owi ng court
actions and ensued by N nilchik Traditional Council. At
that tine the Federal Subsistence Board established
customary and traditional use in 15(A) for noose by
Ninilchik -- the residents of Ninilchik, Port G aham
Nanwal ek and Sel dovia. At that tinme they provided a season
with a two day priority. Wen they established that season
t hey expressed concerns about conflicting Federal seasons
with the current archery season that the State had. The
Federal season for Units 15(B) and 15(C) begi n on August
10th and run through Septenber 20th.

The harvest in the old systemand the one
that we're recommendi ng woul d be one antlered bull wth
spi ke-fork or 50-inch with three browtines. So the only
change here we're reconmmending is that the earlier season
begi n on August 10t h.

Alittle bit on the biology of noose in the
area, the popul ation objective for noose in 15(A) is 3,600
noose and the bull to cowratio that they're looking for is
15 bulls per 100 cows. On the Refuge |lands w thin that
area and if you | ook at the map on Page 125 you see that
the majority of the land here we're tal king about in 15(A)
is Kenai National WIdlife Refuge. The popul ation goal for
the Refuge is to have that 3,600 npbose in the nmanagenent
unit as well as having the bull/cow ratio at 25 bulls per
cow. So the Refuge goal was a little bit higher. The
current estimated population in the area is between 2,000
and 2,500 noose and currently has a bull/cow ratio of about
30 bulls per 100 cows. So the nanagenent objective, at
| east, in the bull/cowratio is being nmet, both for the
Refuge and for the State's objective. The population is
| ow. There's probably been a couple of years of severe
winter, winters of '98, "99 and '99/2000 were pretty severe
winters and there was sone | oss of population at that tine.
The popul ation is probably com ng back because it's been a
mld wnter. So it's expected to rebound.

But anyway, the effect of this proposal
woul d be to add eight additional harvest days for qualified
subsi stence users which will be a total of 10 days
advantage that they' Il have prior to the beginning of the
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ate's general season. This elimnates a restriction
at's been viewed as an unnecessary restriction. This
Il al so make the seasons in Units 15(A), (B) and (O al
e sane.

-

O her effects that this proposal may have
actual | y depends on the action of the Federal Subsistence
Board on Proposal 49 which you just approved on the
previous proposal. |If C&T is not granted by the Federal
Subsi stence Board for all residents of Units 15 and 7, this
probably won't have any effect at all on Proposal 50 then
because since the season was established in 1996 there's
only been four hunters that have taken advantage -- or
reported of having hunted in 15(A) and they had not
harvested any nobose. There's been no conflicts reported
with the archery hunters. So if it remains just the
residents of Ninilchik, Port Gaham Nanwal ek and Sel dovi a,
the additional eight days probably won't be significant.

If Proposal 49 is approved by the Federal Subsistence
Board, the result could be approximately a thousand to
1, 200 subsistence users in the field at the sane tine as
the State's archery season so there's sone potential for
conflict there.

If you | ook on Table 2 on Page 128, we have
a display there of -- at the bottomof 128, it shows the
total nunber of hunters since 1992, from 1992 to actually
the '98/99 year and the percentage of those hunters that
are residents of Unit 15, as you can see, nost of those
hunters are residents of Unit 15 and about 80 to 85
percent, depending on the year. The percentage of noose
harvested in the colum to the far right indicates that
approximately 80 to 85, 87 percent of the harvest is done
by those residents of Unit 15.

So what basically will happen if Proposa
49 is passed is we will see this additional 1,200 hunters,
say begi nning the harvest on August 10th. There probably

won't be any -- the total nunber of hunters won't change,
it's just that those hunters will be allowed to harvest
earlier. It should have no inpact on the popul ation.

W' re reconmendi ng a spi ke-fork 50-inch three browtine
restriction on harvest so the breeding bull population wll
still be protected and it will just give a greater
opportunity for subsistence users.

CHAI RVAN LOHSE: Any questions? Basically,
what this proposal does is gives a 10 day extension on the
season to 80-sone percent of the hunters if they want to
get a Federal permt and only on Federal |and?
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MR LaPLANT: Correct. As you see fromthe

CHAl RVAN LOHSE: Most of it's Federal | and.

MR LaPLANT: ..... the majority of the |and
i s Federal | and.

CHAI RVAN LOHSE: Right. Gkay. So that
al so answers the question that | was going to ask. | was
wondering why -- | was wondering if any thought had been
given to; instead of extending the season at the start of
the season in conflict with the archery season, to extend
it at the end of the season which is the tine that nost
subsi stence hunters woul d use despite the fact that it
woul d be -- because | know up to this point in tinme there
hasn't been many people take part in it. But the objection
is that it, you know, interferes with the rut. But if you
add 1,000 people interfering with the rut it's a |ot
different than if you add, you know, 50, 60 or 100 or
sonething |ike that.

MR, LaPLANT: Exactly. R ght. [If we have
t hat many peopl e invol ved break up the bull harens and
probably result in reduction in overall breeding and
overal | productivity of the herd.

CHAI RVAN LOHSE: Right. So the problem
with this -- or not problem the potential inpact on this
one is greatly increased if Proposal 49 increases, because
at this point intinme only these four villages have C&T.

MR LaPLANT: Right. And the inpact that
it wll have will be on the conflict with the State archery
season and, you know, the State may reassess their archery
season at that tine. But that's where the conflict would
be, whether that's significant or not, it seens to have a
potential to be a conflict there but it may not.

CHAI RVAN LOHSE: But it may not have a
conflict on the ganme popul ation itself?

MR LaPLANT: Unlikely to have an effect on
t he popul ation, correct.

CHAI RVAN LCHSE: ['msure it shoul d have
sone effect, because if you have an extra 10 days, a few
nore nmoose shoul d be taken unless you feel that all
avai | abl e noose are bei ng taken?
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MR LaPLANT: Well, a |large percentage of
t he avail abl e noose are bei ng taken.

CHAI RVAN LOHSE: They are, okay.

MR LaPLANT: A few nore days nay add an
increase in harvest but | don't think it will be to the
detrinment to the overall popul ation.

CHAl RVAN LOHSE: Okay. Any ot her
questions? Thank you. | see we have no Fish and Gane
comments on this one at all. And this is in response to a
court order, if | read it right.

MR. LaPLANT: Yes. Wen the proposal was
witten, we were anticipating a court order and it actually
arrived on the 1st of March, | believe, so it is an
of ficial court order now.

CHAI RVAN LOHSE: It is officially a court
order, okay.

MR, LaPLANT: So the existing season has
been decl ared invalid.

CHAI RVAN LOHSE: Ckay, with that let's go
on to witten public coments.

M5. WLKINSON: W have several .

The Central Peninsula Advisory Conmttee
supports this proposal since the State allows a specia
archery season to begin at that tine subsistence hunting
shoul d al so be allowed. This proposal will also align the
subsi stence season in all portions of Unit 15.

M. Art Copoul os, a part-tinme resident of
Hope supports the proposal because the opening -- excuse
nme, because opening the season earlier will avoid confusion
wi t h subsi stence hunti ng.

I"msorry, | don't know how to pronounce
this fellow s | ast nane, Rob Chi appone, Mark Krizer and
Robert Wall and soneone naned Jerry send in an enmail
oppose Proposal 50. They all expressed a concern that the
neat taken so early in August will spoil and be difficult
to properly preserve. They also voiced a -- two of them
al so voi ced opposition to all noose hunting in August and
recomrend a | ate season instead, |ate Septenber season
M. Krizer also said that a hunt closer to the rut makes it
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easier to get a noose and said he would rather see a late
season every other year rather than one early in August.

That's all.
CHAI RVAN LOHSE: Tim

MR JENNINGS: M. Chair, TimJennings,
O fice of Subsistence Managenent. Dan has alluded to this
but I wanted to nake sure that this was clearly understood
for the Council, they court order only invalidated the
exi sting two day season. What the court said was that it
didn't provide a neani ngful subsistence priority. And they
remanded the issue of a subsistence priority for noose and
for the season for noose back to the Board, to go through
the public process. The court did not tell us that 10 days
was the appropriate remedy. They left the renmedy up to the
public process, up to your recomendati on and the public
recommendation to the Board to nake a decision in terns of
what woul d be a neani ngful subsistence priority. They
found that the two day season, they viewed as arbitrary and
capricious, particularly when there was a 10 day season in
advance of the general season for bow hunting.

kay, so | wanted to clarify that.

CHAI RVAN LOHSE: So they didn't nmandate 10
days?

MR JENNI NGS: Correct.

CHAI RVAN LOHSE: They said we have to do
somet hi ng?

MR JENNI NGS: Correct.

CHAI RVAN LOHSE: This would align it with
the ot her subsistence seasons in the rest of Unit 15; am/l
correct in that?

MR JENNI NGS:  Yes.

CHAI RVAN LOHSE: And one of the requests
that we've had is that we treat Unit 15 as a unit and not
as broken up pieces.

MR JENNINGS: And that was one of the
reasons why Staff is reconmendi ng the 10 day season, was to
align with the other subsistence priority given in Units
15(B) and (CO.
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MR LaPLANT: So the court said, well,
approve the 15(B) and (C) as bei ng adequate.

MR JENNINGS: So that's the basis of the
10 days.

CHAl RVAN LOHSE: Ri ght.
MR JENNINGS: But the court did not tell

CHAI RVAN LOHSE: To give 10 days.

MR JENNINGS: ..... to give 10 days. They
just said go back and look at it.

CHAI RVAN LOHSE: But they have approved the
10 day season and the other as a neani ngful season?

MR JENNINGS: Well, | don't know that they
really addressed that in the other two units, did they? I
believe it was only was a challenge of Unit 15(A) and the
two day season.

CHAI RVAN LOHSE: Ckay. So the fact that

they nade no comment on it doesn't nean anything because it
never was brought before thenf

MR JENNINGS: | believe that's the case.
I f anybody here knows differently then -- Taylor, or Pat,
Ida; | don't believe they addressed 15 -- | think they just
addressed 15(A), M. Chair.

CHAI RVAN LOHSE:  Ckay.

MR JENNINGS: And they nmade no presunption
about what the outcone should be, they just directed the
Federal Subsistence Board to go back and | ook at what woul d
be a meaningful priority in 15(A).

CHAI RVAN LOHSE: (Okay. So technically
speaking, all of those could still be challenged if
sonmebody wanted to chall enge them and then they woul d have
to nake the decision as to whether 10 days was good.

MR JENNINGS: But currently nobody has
chal | enged t hose seasons in 15(B) or (C as not providing a
nmeani ngf ul subsi stence priority.

CHAI RVAN LOHSE: (Okay, thank you. Ckay, we
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have one request for oral testinony -- oh, no, it's not
related to a proposal so I'll save it until after the
proposals are over. kay, then we have no oral conments on
this proposal. So a notion is in order by the Council.

MR JOHN. | nake a notion to adopt this
pr oposal

CHAI RVAN LOHSE: As present ed?

MR JOHN: As presented.

CHAI RVAN LOHSE: Do | hear a second.
MR ELVSAAS: Second.

CHAI RVAN LOHSE:  It's been noved and
seconded that we adopt this proposal as presented.
Di scussi on.

MR, DEMENTI: Question.

CHAI RVAN LOHSE: The question's been call ed
for. Al in favor signify by saying aye.

IN UNI SON: Aye.

CHAl RVAN LOHSE: Al opposed signify by
sayi ng nay.

(No opposi ng vot es)

CHAI RVAN LOHSE: Thank you. Modtion
carries. Justification is that we also agree with aligning
15, all of 15 as a unit, too.

Ckay, we're now on Proposal WP01l-11, which
is wolf hunting and trapping. Cose that portion of the
Denali National Park and Preserve east of the Toklat River
within Unit 20(C to wolf hunting and trapping. The
proposal was submitted by the Alaska Wldlife Alliance in
Anchorage. Hollis, do you want to present it to us.

MR TWTCHELL: M. Chair, Council nenbers.
["'mHollis Twitchell with Denali National Park. [|'d |ike
to reference you to Page 136 of your book, if you' re not
al ready there.

Proposal 11 was submtted by the Al aska
Wldlife Alliance to close a portion of Denali Nationa
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Park east of the Toklat River within Unit 20(C) to wol f
hunting and trapping. And if you |l ook on the adjacent nap,

whi ch woul d be Page 137, |I'd like to reference three itens
on that map. |If you | ook up and towards the right-hand
corner -- top right-hand corner, you see the words proposed

closure with an arrow poi nti ng down bel ow that. That
cross-hatched area represents the area that woul d be
included in this proposal as proposed by the Wldlife
Alliance, to close that area east of the Toklat in the new
Park addition to subsistence hunting and trapping. You'l
noti ce also down below it and just to the right there's
smaller letters that say BOG cl osure, those are referencing
the Board of Ganme closure to State trappi ng and hunting of
wol ves in that area. Below those two regions you see a

bl ocked squared area which represents the old M. MKinl ey
National Park area. That area has been closed to al
consunptive uses so there's no subsistence or sport hunting
allowed in that region down bel ow and we'll be talking
about each of those three regions in just a little bit.

The existing customary and traditional use
determnation for wolves in 20(C) include residents from
Units 6, 9, 10 Uninak Island only, 11 through 13 and
resi dents of Chickal oon and 16 through 26. Since this is
within the boundaries of a National Park area there's

further eligibility requirenents and for Denali, that would
be the conmunities that are resident zone conmmunities of
Cantwel |, Lake M nchum na, N kolai and Telida. |In addition

to those four comunities there are a nunber of other

i ndi viduals with individual subsistence use permts that
are eligible fromthe communities of Mkinley Vill age,
Heal ey, Nenana and Tanana.

The existing regulations for 20(C) is
hunting, 10 wol ves from August 10th through April 30th and
20(C) for trapping, it's Novenber 1st through April 30th
with no limt. The proposed regul ati ons woul d be hunti ng,
closing that area of Unit 20(C) within Denali National Park
east of the Toklat River, there'd be no open season under
hunting and then Unit 20 renai nder would be 10 wolves with
the existing August 10th to April 30th date. Under the
trappi ng regul ati ons, the proposed change would be for Unit
20(C), that portion within Denali National Park, east of
the Toklat R ver, no open season and then trappi ng under
20(C), the remainder would be no limt, Novenber 1st
t hrough April 30th.

The proponents of this proposal are
interested in providing a special protection for wolves
that Iive in and near Denali National Park Preserve road
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system There's been a |ot nore visitors who have been
able to view wol ves recently and the proponent would |ike
to provide additional protection for the East Fork Pack.
Thousands of visitors to Denali each year are able to view
wol ves up close as they travel along the Park road system
The wol ves that are primarily being viewed are the East
Fork Pack and the Sanctuary Wl f Packs. There are
approxi mat el y 20, 000 sightings of wolves by visitors each
year and visitors who participate in the bus tours have
about a 12 percent chance of seeing wolves. The proponents
are concerned that the East Fork Pack -- that if the East
Fork Pack were replaced by anot her pack, the visitor

tol erant behavi or of the wol ves associated with that pack
woul d cease to exist.

Approxi mately 90 percent of the East Fork
Pack's hone range is within Denali National Park WI derness
area, which is the forner M. MKinley National Park area
we referred to in Figure 1, and that area is where hunting
and trapping are prohibited.

As of COctober 2000 and | guess I'Il refer
you over to Figure 1, which is on Page 140, and the
significant thing about Figure 1, the dark gray area in
that map represents the former M. MKinley Park area
that's closed to consunptive uses. The lighter gray area
above it is the new Park additions that are open to
subsi stence. The dots that you see scattered around
t hrough that map represent |ocations of 1,080 radio
collared location identifications. The line that's drawn
in the circular manner around nost of those dots represent
90 percent -- 95 percent of the hone range for the East
Fork Pack. The significant thing to note here that is up
in the proposed closure area there are only seven
| ocations, out of those 1,080 |ocations over a 14 year
period of time that are in the area that's being proposed
for closure.

The Al aska Board of Gane in its March --
Novenber 2000 neeting, considered a proposal to cease
hunting and trappi ng of wolves on State |and adjoining the
east side of Denali National Park and Preserve. After
public testinmony and work group consideration and sone
del i berations, the Board of Gane closed wolf hunting and
trapping on State lands in that triangul ar-shaped area west
of Heal ey near the intersection of the Savage Ri ver and the
Park boundary. That was the area we tal ked about earlier
on Map 1. This was done to provide sone additiona
protection for the East Fork Wl f Pack. The Board of Gane
pl aced a two year sunset clause on this provision.
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W'l talk alittle bit now about some of
the biological information. Most of the wolves disburse
froma territory where they were born by the age of three
years and they form new packs when they | ocate or disburse
of an opposite sex or from another pack in a vacant area to
establish a territory. Over this 14 years of fairly
i ntensive wolf study, an average of 28 percent of the
radi o-col | ared wol ves di sburse annually, with nost of the
di sbursals occurring in April and May. Disbursal of the
one to three year old wolves hel p buffer variations and
food availability with nore wol ves di sbursing during the
| eaner years. The size of the honme range i s dependent upon
prey abundance and activities of neighboring packs and each
pack' s individual habits. Wl f caused deaths are the
| argest source of nortality for wol ves under -- for wol ves
ol der than nine nonths.

Nearly half of the wolves |ost fromthe
popul ation is due to being killed by other wol ves.

The tenure of wolves in the Denali study
area through that period 1986 to 2000 was usually limted
to one to three years, sone individual wolves have renai ned
in the study area for up to eight years. Figure No. 2
represents the distribution of age. One, being on the left
side of the chart, eight being the ol dest and you can see
there's a high rate of turnover and di sbursal of the
younger wol ves.

There are usually about 15 wolf packs in
Denali National Park at any tine with the popul ation
varying fromas low as 50 animals to nearly 175 ani nmal s
bet ween that study period of '86 to 2000. Currently there
are about 95 schools in Denali's packs.

Alittle bit on harvest history. AN LCA
provi ded for a subsistence opportunity on Federal | ands
created by the Act and as such, Denali National Park |ands
were open to traditional subsistence hunting, trapping and
fishing.

Subsi stence users for Denali, again, are
primary residents of Lake M nchum na, Cantwell, N kolai and
Telida and a nunber of other individuals with subsistence
use permts from Heal ey, McKinley Village, Nenana, and
Tanana. There are usually four to five serious active
subsi stence traplines in Denali Park and Preserve
additions. Looking at the harvest records we | ooked at
what's known as unified coding units in which the State
records where harvests are made. These UCUs extend both
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into and out of Denali National Park and Preserve
boundaries, so it's not easy to tell which wolves were
taken within the Park or Preserve sinply from|l ooking at
t he sealing records.

Looking at the sealing records, there were
a total of 92 wolves taken over that 14 year period that
were harvested by National Park Service qualified
subsi stence users. Those woul d be harvested both outside
of the Park as well as inside of the Park. After
i nterview ng the subsistence users who had harvest, we've
docunented that only 35 of those 92 wol ves as havi ng been
harvested fromw thin Denali National Park and Preserve
| ands and that averages out, over that 14 years to two and
a half wolves per year. The renmaining 57 harvests occurred
on adj acent non-Federal |ands within those UCUs. O those
32 harvests within Denali National Park and Preserve, 19
fromthe community of Cantwell and 19 from Lake M nchum na,
the other four were taken by individuals from other
conmunities with subsistence use permts.

The effect of this proposal, a subsistence
harvest of Denali National Park and Preserve wol ves
aver ages about two percent per year fromthe Park
popul ati on as a whole. This proposal would nost directly
I npact the four to five active subsistence trappers
currently in the Park and Preserve. Based on harvest
records from'84 to '98, it's nost likely to affect those
users fromCantwell, MKinley Village, Heal ey and Nenana.
Nat ural di sbursal of wolves, nortality which results from
aggressi on anong wol ves and ot her natural causes of
nortality are responsible for nost of the | osses of wol ves
fromthe population. The East Fork Pack makes very little
use of the area affected by Proposal 11. From 1986 through
the present there have been 1,080 radio |ocations for the
East Fork Pack of which only seven have been in the area
proposed for this closure. No radio collared wolves have
been harvested in the area affected by this proposal.

The Sanctuary Pack, the other pack that was
of interest by the Alliance territory is east of the Tokl at
Pack and of the 260 locations, radio telenetry | ocations
for that pack gathered since 1995, none of them have shown
up in that proposed closure area.

The proposal is not expected to yield
specific protection to the tourist-friendly wolves of the
East Fork Pack. The proposal appears to be in direct
conflict with the provisions of ANILCA, which stipul ates
t hat subsi stence uses by local residents shall be permtted
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in additions to the Park where such uses are traditional.
The managenent of wildlife in these Park and Preserve
additions as specified in ANILCA nandates the conservation
of natural and healthy popul ations of wildlife in Park
boundaries while allowing for traditional subsistence uses
by | ocal rural residents.

The prelimnary conclusion is to oppose the
proposal. The justification is that ANILCA clearly
mandat es that an opportunity for continued traditiona
subsi stence uses in Park and Preserve additions by | ocal
rural residents. The wolf population in Denali Nationa
Park and Preserve is considered healthy by Departnent of
Interior scientists and resource nmanagers. The health of
the wolf population in Denali National Park and Preserve is
based on the total wolf population within the Park and
Preserve and is not based on the dynam cs of individua
wol f packs or individual animals within a specific pack.

Furt her, the proposed cl osure would have a
negligible effect on the harvest levels for wolves for
whi ch protection is sought.

The Denal i Subsi stence Resource Commi ssion
does not support a subsistence buffer zone inside of Denali
Nati onal Park east of the Toklat River to the eastern Park
boundary. This Conm ssion believes there is a healthy
popul ati on of wolves in the area and there is no biol ogica
reason for creating the buffer zone which woul d have an
adverse effect upon subsistence users in the area.

The Commi ssion noted that efforts to
protect one or two packs for the benefit of visitors does
not follow the natural and heal thy guidelines of AN LCA

The Denal i Subsi stence Resource Commi ssion
formed under ANILCA, Title VI, Section 808(a) is charged
to devise and recommend to the Secretary of the Interior
and the Governor of the program for subsistence hunting and
trapping within the Park

The Denal i Subsi stence Resource Commi ssion
recently took up Proposal 11 and 1'd like to read their
recomrendati ons to you. They oppose by unani nous vote this
proposal. The Denali Subsistence Resource Comn ssion
opposes the proposed Federal closure for hunting and
trappi ng of wol ves inside Denali National Park east of the
Tokl at River to the eastern Park boundary. Qur position
was presented to the Al aska Board of Gane in a letter dated
April 19th, 2000, which stated; we synpathize with the
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desire of many people to preserve the Toklat and Sanctuary
wol f packs that frequent the eastern and northern part of
the Park and occasionally roam beyond Park boundaries onto
adj acent lands. W feel that the buffer zones woul d have
mnimal effect in providing further protection for the two
packs in question. W believe the Toklat and Sanctuary
Packs are already well protected as they rarely travel
beyond t he boundaries of the forner M. MKinley National
Park, an area where no consunptive harvest is allowed. In
addition, we believe there is a healthy popul ati on of

wol ves in the area and no biol ogical reason for creating a
buf fer zone which woul d adversely affect subsistence users
of the area. In addition to the Toklat and Sanctuary
Packs, we believe other wolf packs associated with the Park
road are becom ng habituated to people and can provide
viewabl e wildlife opportunities. Nce as it is for
visitors to vieww ldlife, the Park is not to be operated
as a large scale zoo. Efforts to protect one or two packs
for the benefit of visitors does not follow the natural and
heal thy gui delines of ANILCA. W are also concerned that

t he precedence of buffer zones now proposed for wolves

m ght be extended to other animals inportant to subsistence
users in the future. Conmm ssion nenbers believe wolves are
nore threatened by proposed new roads, railroads, possible
devel opnments and urbani zation in the area in question.

End of comment. That concl udes ny
presentati on.

CHAI RVAN LOHSE: Thank you, Hollis. Any
questions for Hollis' pretty thorough presentation? No
guestions? Ww, we're quiet this tine of day, you're
getting off easy. Do we have any Al aska Departnent of Fish
and Ganme comments?

M5. WLKINSON: There's no recommendati on
at this time. The current |ow |level of wolf harvest on
Federal public lands in Unit 20(C) is sustainable and is
havi ng no detrinmental biological inpact on the wolf
popul ation in that area.

CHAI RVAN LOHSE: | did have one question
that | wote down after | asked everybody else, | forgot to
ask it. Actually I had three questions that I wote down
but two were for ny owmn information. But out of the
average 2.5 wol ves that have been taken per year for the
| ast 14 years, let's say two to three, to your know edge,
have any of them been taken in the area that's proposed for
cl osure?
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MR TWTCHELL: No.

CHAI RVAN LOHSE: No. So basically, out of
the wol ves that have been taken in the Park, none have cone
out of that proposed closure area that you know of ?

MR TWTCHELL: No, they have not.

CHAI RVAN LOHSE: Now, when it says tenure
of the wolves is one to three years with eight being high,
that woul d appear to ne, like that both of those packs, the
East Fork Pack and the Sanctuary Pack are always constantly
in the state of flux, they're constantly getting new
menbers, losing old nenbers, but they still remain with the
sanme habit of being visitor-friendly for a lack of a better
way of putting it. AmI correct in that assunption or has
there been a core part of that pack that has stayed there,
that has basically trained the other ones that this is a
good and safe place to be?

MR TWTCHELL: | think that's probably
correct. It seens like it's nore in the recent years that
the breeding femal e has denned closer to the Park road,
raised her litter associated with the Park road which has
af forded the increased view ng opportunity. | think that's
sort of a |earned behavior that they have received from
her .

W have a great interchange of genetic poo
in Denali disbursals fromone pack to the other as well as
di sbursals significant differences out and away from
Denali. W see the nunber of wolves in the Toklat Pack
goi ng up and down, staying pretty nuch around 10 wol ves but
will go up as high as 20 and several years ago it was
reduced down to three wolves. So there's a variance in
terns of the size of that particular pack. The concern
that triggered this proposal is when the pack dropped down
to three aninmals, the concern is then that they coul d be
trapped out and that's what initiated the proposals.

CHAI RVAN LOHSE: But if they were
accidentally trapped out fromwhat we see right here from
t he di sbursal and everything, sonething else had noved in,
now woul d they have the sanme habits; |'m wondering because
we' ve seen the sane increase in road nesting habits in a
| ot of song birds, even like out our way. Were song birds
nest right in the trees right along side the road because
that's the safest place frompredators there is, you know,
because you' ve got traffic on the road it keeps the
predators back and it's a safe place to raise their young.
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So if you have a female wolf that's | earned that, she could
pass that same trait to other females in the pack in the
Park where they learn it's a safe habitat. The closer they
are to the road, the safer they are frombear attack, for
exanpl e.

MR TWTCHELL: Well, | think that was the
concern of the Wldlife Alliance, not wanting to | ose that
| earned trait fromthese particular ani nals.

CHAI RVAN LOHSE: That particul ar pack.

MR TWTCHELL: Right. But that's not
necessarily what the Park Service is all about.

CHAI RVAN LOHSE: R ght.

MR TWTCHELL: W're not managing for a
particular aninmal or a particul ar pack.

CHAI RVAN LOHSE: Well, when you were

tal king about wolf kills by wolves -- well, you weren't
talking about it, it was in there, |I'msure you' ve read
studies on it, too. It says, wolves over nine nonths,
that's the highest source of nortality as being killed by
ot her wolves, is there an age at which -- is there a safe
age for wolves? | nean are they -- do they nore tendency to

be killed while they' re young and di sbursing than when
they're old and wearing out or does this nortality extend
right across the board all the way through?

MR TWTCHELL: Reflecting back to what the
bi ol ogi st tal ks about and certainly the disbursal wol ves
are at high risk, being killed by other wolf packs, that
they cross their territory after establishing one,
defending that territory off of neighboring packs, it's not
an easy life so certainly those disbursing aninmals, young
animals are at very high risk.

CHAI RVAN LOHSE: What | was curious about
t hat because of what we heard from Bob Tobey before about
in Unit 13, the drop in the prey popul ation and as the prey
popul ati on drops, territories have to becone nore
vigorously defended. This could rapidly accelerate the

down crash or whatever you want to call it of the predator
popul ati on then al so sinply because of an increase of wolf-
to-wolf kill. | nmean that's how!l read it. Am1| off base

in that kind of thinking?
MR TWTCHELL: Well, in Denali, there's a
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nunber of food sources, so even though you may have the
cari bou population which is fairly low, there's sheep and
noose as well. So the territory, |I don't see them changi ng
radically over tinme, if you |l ook at those dots in this
particul ar pack in question, that was over a 14 year period
and you can see where the animal has been living, the pack
has been living and utilizing. And that's, of course, the
size of that is going to be based on the availability of
resources and in this case, the sheep, the dall sheep and
the noose and the caribou and that's what it represents.

CHAIRVAN LOHSE: | didn't notice, was there
a scale on that map that gave us any indication of what
size of an area that is?

MR TWTCHELL: No, there's not a scale on
that map but the territories, I'lIl have to | ook back into
nysel f, the size of the territories is.....

CHAI RMAN LOHSE: Page 140.
MR TWTCHELL: Ch, you found it already.
CHAI RVAN LOHSE:  Yeah.

MR TWTCHELL: GCkay. Yeah, between 200
and 1,000 square mles.

CHAI RVAN LOHSE: Ckay, so that's like 20
mle by 10 mle area or 40 mle by 40 mle area right
t her e?

MR TWTCHELL: Well, it's going to depend
on the availability of resources. There's sone areas in
Denal i that have higher densities?

CHAI RVAN LOHSE: No, | neant for this pack
that's right here.

MR TWTCHELL: Yeabh.

CHAI RVAN LOHSE: Not an exact one, Hollis,
I was just wondering about what kind of an area are we
| ooking at right here? An estimate? How far is it from
east to west to north to south?

MR TWTCHELL: Well, to give it a
reference, the road, this black squiggly line that starts
fromthe right-hand side and goes all the way to the left-

hand side of the map on Page 140.....



CHAI RVAN LOHSE:  Uh- huh.

MR TWTCHELL: ..... that's a 90 mle road
goi ng through the Park. That's the Park road.

CHAI RVAN LOHSE: (Okay. So we're |ooking at
about 60 mles of it right there by about 30 mles?

MR TWTCHELL: Yeah.

CHAI RVAN LCHSE: Like | said, those were
nore for ny own informati on nore than anybody el ses. But
there's a fairly large area then that's -- they have a
fairly large protected area then, somewhere around 1,800 or
1,500 square mles is what it |ooks |iKke.

MR TWTCHELL: And that's the position
that the Park Service and the Subsi stence Resource
Comm ssi on has taken

CHAI RVAN LOHSE: Thank you. Back to
witten comrents.

M5. WLKINSON:. The Eastern Interior and
Western Interior Regional Councils both, unaninously,
opposed this proposal. They state that the wolf popul ati on
is healthy. There's no biological reason for a buffer
zone. Furthernore, a buffer zone would be in conflict with
ANI LCA provisions all ow ng subsistence use within additions
to National Parks and the subsistence priority on Federal
| ands.

The Upper Tanana Fortym |l e Fish and Gane
Advi sory Conmmi ttee opposes this proposal

M. Don Quorberg of Delta Junction opposes
the proposal and states that there is no biol ogical
justification for it. The wolves are protected within the
Park and that is enough.

M. Patrick O Connor of Pal mer opposes this
proposal stating that the proposal would be illegal since
It excludes subsistence hunters who are guarant eed use of
Park | ands.

There was 101 formenmails and letters and
62 non-formenmails and letters received in support of the
proposal. There 1,070 post cards received in support of
the proposal. There was one post card received in support
of hunting and trapping the Toklat wolves in Denali Park.
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CHAI RVAN LOHSE: And he specifically
menti oned the Tokl at wol ves?

MS. WLKINSON:  Uh-huh

CHAl RVAN LOHSE: (Okay. W have no ora
public testinmony. So at this point in tine, unless
10 sonebody has sone nore questions for Hollis, a notion by
11 the Council is in order.

OCO~NOUITRARWNE

12

13 MR JOHN: | nake a notion to oppose

14 Proposal 11.

15

16 CHAI RVAN LCHSE: It's been noved that we
17 oppose Proposal 50.

18

19 MR DEMENTI: Second.

20

21 CHAI RVAN LCHSE: It's been seconded.

22

23 MR ELVSAAS:. Proposal 507

24

25 CHAI RVAN LOHSE: It is Proposal 50, isn't
26 it?

27

28 MR DEMENTI: Yes.

29

30 MR JOHN:  No.

31

32 M5. WLKINSON: No, Proposal 11.

33

34 CHAI RVAN LOHSE: Proposal 11, |I'msorry.
35 Right, 01-11

36

37 MR JOHN: The justification.

38

39 CHAI RVAN LOHSE: The justification is
40 exactly what was presented in this paper.

41

42 MR JOHN: Questi on.

43

44 CHAI RVAN LOHSE: The question's been call ed
45 for. Al in favor signify by saying aye.

46

47 N UNIl SO\ Aye.

48

49 CHAI RVAN LOHSE: Al opposed signify by

50 sayi ng nay.
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(No opposi ng vot es)

CHAl RVAN LOHSE: Mbtion carries. At this
point intinme | just noticed what the clock says and it
says it's alnost 5:30. |Is Marhar Pete still here?

UNI DENTI FI ED VO CE: He'll be back tonorrow
nor ni ng.

CHAI RVAN LCHSE: He will be back tonorrow
nor ni ng, good, then we can save his testinony. Let's take
a | ook at what we have on our plate for tonorrow and see
whet her we need a ni ght neeting.

MR JOHN. M. Chair.

CHAI RMAN LOHSE:  Yes.

MR JOHN. Tonorrow, I'd like to bypass
Proposal 38, 39 and 40 and leave it up to the Eastern
Interior and support their position.

CHAI RVAN LOHSE: Ckay. | think -- well, if
you wi sh to nake that as a notion right now we can.

MR JOHN: | rmake a notion right now.
CHAI RVAN LOHSE: Ckay.

MR JOHN. For Proposal 38 -- | read
through this stuff, it's up to themup there.

CHAI RVAN LOHSE: Right. | looked at it the
same way. | figured we would do that.

MR JOHN: 39 and 40.

CHAI RVAN LOHSE: I n keeping with our
practice in the past.

MR JOHN: 1'd like to nake a notion that

CHAI RVAN LOHSE: (Okay. That we take
Proposal 38, 39 and 40 and thank the Eastern Interior for
allowing us to look at it but we will leave it up to their
di scretion?

MR JOHN:  Yeah.



CHAI RVAN LOHSE: Do | hear a second?

MR JOHN: And we'll support their
posi ti on.

MR ELVSAAS: Second.

CHAl RVAN LOHSE: And we'l |l support their's
-- and we will support their position, okay. It's been
noved and seconded.

MR JOHN: Questi on.

CHAI RVAN LOHSE: The question's been call ed
for. Al in favor signify by saying aye.

IN UNI SON: Aye.

CHAI RVAN LOHSE: Al opposed signify by
sayi ng nay.

(No opposi ng vot es)

CHAl RVAN LOHSE: Mbtion carries. Boy, if
we could do business like that all the tine.

MR JOHN:  Yeah.

CHAl RVAN LOHSE: Ckay, that |eaves us how
many proposals to take care of tonorrow then?

M5. WLKINSON:  41.
CHAI RVAN LOHSE:  41.

CHAI RVAN LOHSE: (Okay. And then after that
it wll be Staff reports. | think that we're in good
shape. | don't think that -- does anybody el se on the
Counci|l think that we need a neeting tonight?

MR, DEMENTI: No.

CHAl RVAN LOHSE: Ckay, in that case, we
will recess until 8:30 tonorrow norning.

( PROCEEDI NGS TO BE CONTI NUED)

*x * % * * *
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